
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION4 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30303-8960 

DEC 1 2 2016 
CERTIFIED MAIL 7015 1730 0002 0524 3891 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Steel King Industries, Inc. 
A TIN: Mr. John Cothran 
Plant Manager 
30 Floyd Industrial Blvd. 
Rome, Georgia 301 61 

Re: Notice of Violation and Opportunity to Show Cause Pursuant to Section 309 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. § 1319, and Information Request Pursuant to Section 308 ofthe Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. § 1318, for Steel King Industries, Inc., Rome, Floyd County, Georgia 

Dear Mr. Cothran: 

On March 2, 2016, a contractor on behalf of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 4 perfonned an Industrial User Inspection ofSte.el King Industries, Inc.'s facility (Facility) located at 30 Floyd Industrial Boulevard in Rome, Floyd County, Georgia. The purpose of the inspection was to evaluate Steel King Industries, Inc.'s compliance with the requirements of Sections 301 and 307(d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. §§ 13 11 and 1317(d); the regulations promulgated thereunder at 40 C.F.R. Parts 403 and 433. 

The EPA's inspection. as described in the inspection report enclosed herewith as Enclosure A, and subsequent investigative efforts have revealed that Steel King Industries, Inc. failed to comply with Sections 301 and 307(d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1311 and 1317(d), and its implementing pretreatment regulations at 40 C.F.R. Parts 403 and 433. Specifically, the EPA hereby notifies Steel King Industries, Inc., pursuant to Section 309(a) of the CW A, 33 U .S.C. § 1319(a), of the following findings of violations: 

1. Significant industrial user discharge without a valid permit. 

The Facility is a significant industrial user, as defined by 40 C.F.R. § 403.3(v). The 
Facility is therefore required to obtain a valid permit from the City ofRome, Georgia prior to discharging to a publicly owned treatment works (POTW). See 40 C.F.R. § 
403.8(f)(1 )(iii). The Facility discharged process wastewater as well as solids decanting 
wastewater as described in Enclosure A to the City of Rome Blacks Bluff Water 
Pollution Control Plant without a valid permit for at least 6 years. from approximately 
201 0 to present. 

2. New Source failure to install and operate pretreatment equipment prior to discharge. 

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.6(b), the Facility is subject to the federal categorical . pretreatment standards in 40 C.F.R. § 433.17. The Facility is a new source, as defined tn 
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40 C.F.R. § 403.3(m), because it originated after the EPA published proposed standards 
for Part 433 on August 31, 1982. Steel King Industries, Inc. was thus required to install, 
and have in operating condition, all the pollution control equipment necessary to meet 
applicable Pretreatment Standards, including those in 40 C.F.R. Part 433, prior to 
beginning discharge to the POTW. 

The Facility did not install such necessary pollution control equipment prior to beginning 
discharge to the POTWin 2010, and has not installed such equipment. The Facility thus 
has continued to discharge to the POTW without the necessary pollution control 
equipment, in continuing violation of 40 C.F.R. § 403.6(b). 

3. Failure to report/record initial compliance with categorical standards. 

Within 90 days after commencing a discharge to a POTW, a new source is required to 
report and maintain record of the self-monitoring information on its compliance with 
pretreatment standards, per 40 C.F.R. §§ 403.12(d), 403.12(g), 403.12(1) and 403.12(o). 

Ninety days after commencing discharge to the POTWin 2010, the Facility did not 
submit a report to the City of Rome, Georgia of its initial compliance with the categorical 
pretreatment standards in 40 C.F.R. § 433.17. The Facility has also not maintained the 
required record demonstrating its initial compliance with these pretreatment standards. 

4. Failure to submit periodic reports on continued compliance with categorical standards. 

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. §§ 403.12(e), 403.12(g), 403.12(1) and 403.12(o), any industrial 
user subject to categorical pretreatment standards must submit to the City of Rome, 
Georgia, and maintain its own records of, additional periodic compliance reports at least 
twice a year on its compliance with categorical standards and other information. From 
2010 until the present, the Facility has not submitted to the City of Rome, Georgia, or 
maintained its own records of, self-monitoring reports of compliance with the categorical 
pretreatment standards in 40 C.F.R. § 433.17. 

In addi tion, the EPA is concerned with the storage of numerous chemicals without secondary 
containment either on top of or near the trench drain that ultimately discharges to the City's POTW. 
Steel King lndustries, Inc. may need to develop and implement a Slug Discharge Control Plan if these 
storage practices continue. 

Until compliance with the CWA is achieved, Steel King Industries, Inc. is considered to be in violation 
of the CWA and may be subject to enforcement action pursuant to Section 309 ofthe CWA, 33 L'.S.C. § 
1319. This Section provides for the issuance of administrative penalty and/or compliance orders and the 
initiation of civil and/or criminal actions. 

The EPA is continuing to investigate Steel King Industries, Inc. 's compliance with the CW A. Therefore, 
pursuant lo Section 308 of the CW A, 33 U.S.C. § 1318, the EPA hereby requests that Steel King 
Industries, Inc. provide the information set forth in Enclosure B within twenty-one (21) calendar days of 
your receipt of this letter. 

Steel King Industries, Inc.'s response should be submitted to: 
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Mr. Brad Ammons 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4 
NPDES Permitting and Enforcement Branch 
Atlanta Federal Center (MC 9T25) 
61 Forsyth Street, S.W. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960 

Failure to provide a full and complete response to this information request or to adequately justify a failure to respond within the time frame specified above may result in an EPA enforcement action pursuant to federal law, including, but not limited to Section 309 of the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. § 1319, and 18 U.S.C. § 1001. 

If Steel King Industries, Inc. believes that any of the requested information constitutes confidential business infonnation, it may assert a confidentiality claim with respect to such infonnation, except for effluent data. Further details, including how to make a business confidentiality claim, are found in Enclosure C. 

The EPA also requests that representatives of Steel King Industries, Inc. contact the EPA within seven (7) business days of receipt of this letter to arrange a meeting in this office to show cause why the EPA should not take formal civil enforcement action against Steel King Industries, Inc. for these violations and any other potential violations, including the assessment of appropriate civil penalties. In lieu of appearing in person, a telephone conference may be scheduled. Steel King Industries, Inc. should be prepared to provide all relevant information with supporting documentation pertaining to the violations, including but not limited to any financial information which may reflect an inabil ity to pay a penalty. Steel King Industries, Inc. has the right to be represented by legal counsel. 

All information submitted in response to this information request and/or during the show cause meeting must be accompanied by the following certificatien.that is signed by a duly authorized official in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 403. 12(1): 

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are signi ficant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisorunent for knowing violations." 

Please be aware that the EPA may use information provided during the meeting or telephone conference and/or in response to this infonnation request in any enforcement proceeding related to this matter. Failure to schedule a show cause meeting may result in a unilateral enforcement action against S teel King Industries, Inc. Notwithstanding the scheduling of a show cause meeting, the EPA retains the right to bring further enforcement action under Section 309 of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319, for the violations cited therein or for any other violation of the CW A. 

Enclosed is a document entitled U.S. EPA Small Business Resources-Information Sheet to assist Steel King Industries, Inc. in understanding the compliance assistance resources and tools available to it. Any 
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decision to seek compliance assistance at this time, however, does not relieve Steel King Industries, Inc. 
of its obligation to the EPA nor does it create any new rights or defenses and will not affect the EPA' s 
decision to pursue enforcement action. 

In addition, the Securities and Exchange Commission (Commission) requires its registrants to 
periodically disclose environmental legal proceedings in statements filed with the Commission. To assist 
Steel King Industries, Inc., the EPA has also enclosed a document entitled Notice of Securities and 
Exchange Commission Registrants' Duty to Disclose Environmental Legal Proceedings. 

Please contact Mr. Brad Ammons at (404} 562-9769 to arrange a show cause meeting or if you have any 
questions or concerns. Legal inquiries should be directed to Ms. Kav1ta Nagrani, Associate Regional 
Counsel, at (404} 562-9697. 

Enclosures 

cc: Mr. Bert Langley 
Georgia Environmental Protection Division 

Mr. Mike Hackett 
CityofRome 

Sincerely, 

Director 
Water Protection Division 
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I. Introduction 
On March 2, 2016, Ms. Kettie Holland, of PG Environmental, LLC, conducted a pretreatment reconnaissance inspection of Steel King Industries, Inc. (Steel King or facility) on behalf of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4. The facility's address and mailing address are the same: 30 Industrial Blvd., Rome, GA 30 16 I. The facility has not been issued an industrial wastewater discharge permit by the Georgia Department of Natural Resources' Environmental Protection Division (State of Georgia) or the City of Rome (City). The State of Georgia was notified in advance of the inspection pursuant to its Memorandum of Agreement with the EPA. Ms. Holland was accompanied by Ms. Cindy Nix of the State of Georgia during the inspection. 

The facility is located in an industrial park off of Floyd Industrial Blvd. The process areas are located within a large warehouse. The facility's latitude and longitude coordinates are 34.176892 and -85.195640, respectively. 

II. Entry 

Ms. Nix and Ms. Holland arrived at the facility at I :30 P.M. and spoke with an administrative assistant at the entrance of the facility. The inspectors signed in at the front desk and Ms. Holland asked whom the appropriate person would be to meet with to discuss facility operations and potential wastewater generating operations. The administrative assistant stated that we would need to meet with Mr. John Cothran, the Plant Manager, who was in a meeting at the time of the inspection. The inspectors briefly waited in the lobby of the entrance of the facility and then met with Mr. Cothran. Introductions were exchanged and Ms. Holland provided a preliminary explanation of the purpose of the inspection. 
III. Opening Conference 
The group proceeded to Mr. Cothran's office where Ms. Holland presented credentials and provided a full explanation of the purpose and intent of the pretreatment reconnaissance inspection. Ms. Holland requested that Mr. Cothran provide a description of the facility's onsite operations and wastewater generating processes. 

Mr. Cothran stated that the facility has been in operation since 1988 and underwent a large expansion during 20 I 0, when the facility's metal treatment and powder coating processes were installed. The facility is a pallet racking manufacturer that also manufactures internal guard rails and cantilever racks. Mr. Cothran stated that the facility operates 24 hours per day, from Sunday night through Friday, and that the powder coating line is intermittently operated five days per week. 
The facility receives several forms of steel, including angle steel, flat bar steel, channel steel, and steel sheet metal. The metal is then transported to the fabrication shop where drilling and punching take place. The fabricated metal is then taken to the weld shop where both robotic and hand welding take place. 
The fabricated and welded metal part is then attached to an overhead conveyor and sent through a three­stage tunnel washer where the metal is treated by: (stage I) washing with Hook Kiene P cleaning solution (containing phosphoric acid) and a KCI Liqua Phos 6929 solution (containing phosphoric acid and nitric acid); (stage 2) rinsing with water recycled from the third stage; and (stage 3) rinsing once more with fresh City water. Mr. Cothran stated that water is continuously being added to stage 2, and 
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that process wastewater is continuously discharged from the system at a rate of 4-5 gallons per minute (gpm). The treated metal part is dried, then powder coated and packaged for shipping. 
Mr. Cothran stated that the facility discharges its process wastewater to the City's Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW). He stated that City representatives have been to the facility before and that he thought that he had an industrial wastewater discharge permit from the City. 
Mr. Cothran searched for the permit for several minutes and then called the facility's environmental consultants, Conversion Technology Inc. (CTI). I spoke with the environmental consultants on the phone, explaining the purpose of the inspection and that we were looking for an industrial wastewater permit issued to the facility by the City. Neither the consultants nor Mr. Cothran could locate a penn it; however, during the search, Mr. Cothran found an industrial wastewater questionnaire (completed for the City), dated October It, 2010. 

Mr. Cothran also stated that the facility employees conduct a daily titration test of the solution used in the metal treatment process to identify if fresh chemicals need to be added to the system to ultimately ensure that the metal is properly treated prior to the powder coating process. He also stated that they schedule cleaning ofthe metal treatment system approximately every 10 to 12 weeks. The sludge waste collected from the system is hauled offsite for disposal. 

Mr. Cothran stated the pH of the c leaning solution and iron phosphate-based cleaner used within the first stage ofthe metal treatment process is adjusted prior to discharging to the City's POTW. There is no additional treatment of the cleaning solution prior to discharging to the City's POTW. 

IV. Tour ofOQerations 
The group exited Mr. Cothran's office and began the tour of operations in the warehouse where the manufacturing takes place. In the receiving area where the raw metals are stored at the facility, Ms. Holland did not observe floor drains, but did observe a stand-alone parts washer that did not have a sewer connection, automated plasma cutting torches, precision drills, multiple brake presses, and scrap metal containers. 

Ms. Holland also observed a wet sweeper in this area of the facility that has a pipe connecting the sweeper to the sewer connection. Mr. Cothran stated that the content ofthe wet sweeper was discharged to the City' s POTW in conjunction with the wastewater from the metal pretreatment system. 
The group then proceeded to the welding area of the facility where Ms. Holland observed semi-robotic welders, hand welders, and robotic welders. Floor drains or other sewer connections were not observed in this area of the facility. 

The group then proceeded to a room where the tunnel washer was located for the metal treatment process (Attachment I, Photograph I). The first stage of the system consisted of an automated spray application of Hook Kiene P cleaning solution (containing phosphoric acid) and Liqua Phos 6929 (containing phosphoric acid and nitric acid) (Attachment I, Photographs 2 through 4). The solution was captured in a reservoir (with an approximate capacity of 4,400 gallons) and reused in stage one (Attachment I, Photograph 5). 
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Between the first and second stages of the metal treatment process, Ms. Holland observed an unplumbed hand sink. It appeared that water from the sink was discharged to the trench drain and to the City's POTW (Attachment I , Photograph 6). 

The second stage of the metal treatment process had a reservoir with an approximate capacity between I ,200 and I ,800 gallons. Used rinse water from the third stage was collected in the reservoir and was applied in this initial rinse after the Hook Kiene P and Liqua Phos 6929 had been applied. Rinse water overflow from this stage discharged to the trench drain located in the metal treatment process room. The trench drain flows to the City's POTW. Ms. Holland observed a discharge occurring from this stage at the time of the inspection (Attachment I, Photograph 9). 

During the third stage of the metal treatment process, fresh City water was used for the final rinse of the metal parts. Ms. Holland observed a reservoir that was approximately the same size as the second stage reservoir (i.e., between 1,200 and 1,800 gallons) used for supplying water to the system for the final metal treatment rinse (Attachment I, Photograph 1 0). 
Process wastewaters generated from the metal treatment process are collected in a trench drain that runs parallel to the tunnel washer. The drain conveys the process wastewaters to wh!lt appeared to be an oil separator within a large pit located under the floor grating. Mr. Cothran explained that this device was used for solids settling, and the discharge from the device is conveyed through a PVC pipe to the City' s POTW. Ms. Holland observed accumulated solids and sludge collected within the pit, making it difficult to see the discharge pipe to the POTW (Attachment 1, Photograph II). The configuration ofthe piping was also unclear. Mr. Cothran was unable to explain how the wastewater was collected within the pit and discharged to the POTW. Specifically, we observed a curved PVC pipe that Mr. Cothran believed was the discharge pipe. Without the presence of a pump, it was unclear how wastewater would be conveyed through the PVC pipe to the POTW. 

In this pit area, Ms. Holland also observed a pipe leading from the area where the facility's wet sweeper was parked. Mr. Cothran explained that the liquid from the wet sweeper was discharged through the pipe, to the pit, and ultimately to the City's POTW. 

Ms. Holland observed 55-gallon drums of various chemicals in the room where the metal treatment process tunnel washer was located. These drums contained pH adjustment chemicals that were referred to as "pH Up" (an alkaline product) and "pH Down" (an acidic product). Ms. Holland also observed JK 100 (a liquid alkaline product), and a defoaming product stored within the same area (Attachment 1, Photographs 7 and 8). 

Ms. Holland observed a number of chemicals in the metal treatment area that were stored directly on top of the trench drain that led to the pit and ultimately to the POTW, including multiple 55-gallon drums of acid, Liqua Phos 6929, and alkaline. In the event of a spill or leak, it appeared that the content of the drums would discharge directly to the wastewater pit and to the POTW because they did not have any secondary containment. Mr. Cothran did not know the volume of wastewater that was generated and discharged from the tunnel wash process to the POTW. 
Mr. Cothran stated that when the metal treatment process undergoes cleaning (approximately every I 0 to 12 weeks), the solids cleaned from the tunnel washer reservoirs are collected in a 55-gallon drum. He also stated that holes are drilled in the drums and the concentrated liquids are allowed to leak from the 
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drums into the wastewater pit and ultimately to the POTW. The remaining solids are hauled offsite for 
disposal. 

Mr. Cothran explained that after the metal parts went through the metal treatment process, they were 
dried and then powder coated with one of the facility's 13 standard colors, dried further in an oven, and 
then packaged for shipping. 

V. Records Review 

During the opening conference, Mr. Cothran mentioned that the facility contracts with CTI to provide 
assistance with stormwater and wastewater management at the facility. Ms. Holland asked if CTI had 
evaluated or conducted monitoring of the discharges from the metal treatment system to the POTW. Mr. 
Cothran said that they had conducted monitoring and provided the following documents: 

• Wastewater Permit Requirement Evaluation (conducted by CTI), dated June 30, 20 10. 
• Sludge Testing (Toxicity Characteristic Leach Procedure for metals), dated July 7, 2010. 
• Industrial Wastewater Questionnaire (completed for the City of Rome), dated October 11, 2010. 

According to the Wastewater Permit Requirement Evaluation provided by CTI, dated June 30,2010 
{Attachment 2.A), the faci lity generated and batch-discharged wastewater one to two times per year to 
the POTW. At that time, the faci lity generated and discharged wastewater from product washing after 
the metal coating and painting processes. Ms. Holland observed inconsistencies with this discharge 
information at the time of the inspection, indicating that the facility's wastewater generation and 
discharge practices have changed since 20 10. 

The Evaluation also states that grab samples of wastewater discharges were collected and analyzed. 
These samples were collected on June 7, 2010. The wastewater samples were tested and the results 
showed that the wastewater discharged from the facility were below the City Discharge Limits (these 
limits were not defined in the Evaluation document). However, it should be noted that the grab samples 
collected were not compliant with the categorical monitoring requirements in 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(g) for 
sampling metals. 

The Evaluation further stated that the facility was not subject to federal categorical standards based on 
the facility's Standard Industrial Classification codes. The results of the Sludge Testing and the 
Industrial Wastewater Questionnaire completed by the facility are provided as Attachments 2.8 and 2.C, 
respectively. 

VI. Closing Conference 

After the inspection of the process and operati~n areas, we returned to the office where the opening 
conference had occurred. Ms. Holland explained that, based on the infonnation provided and observed 
during the inspection, the wastewaters generated and discharged to the City's POTW from the facility's 
metal treatment process prior to powder coating was subject to the federa l categorical regulations at 
40 C.F.R. Part 433 , Metal Finishing. Ms. Holland relayed it was surprising that the facility had 
completed and submitted an Industrial Wastewater Questionnaire but had not been permitted, sampled, 
or formally inspected by the City. The inspectors exited the facility at 3:18P.M. 
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VII. Findings 
A. The facility was generating and discharging process wastewater to the City's POTW from its metal treatment process at the time of the inspection, and appears to have been doing so since the process was installed in 2010. The facility's metal treatment process is equivalent to phosphating, which is a core process in 40 C.F.R. § 433.lO(a), Metal Finishing. All discharges from the facility's metal treatment process are therefore regulated, and the facility is subject to the categorical pretreatment standards for new sources in 40 C.F.R. Part 433. The facility accepted incorrect advice from its consultant, CTI, regarding its categorical status. 

In addition to the metal finishing standards, the pretreatment standards and requirements identified in 40 C.F.R Part 403, General Pretreatment Regulations for Existing and New Sources of Pollution, also apply to the facility's non-domestic discharges to the public sewer. Upon discharge to the POTW, it appears the facility did not: (1) previously install the pretreatment necessary to meet standards pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.6(b); (2) submit to the City (its pretreatment control authority) the initial and routine reporting for categorical users pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.12; and (3) obtain a significant industrial user permit from the City pursuant to law. 

B. During the inspection of the wastewater collection pit, Ms. Holland observed a significant amount of solids accumulated within the pit. Whether or not this was a normal condition for the facility, and how it may impact the POTW, were unclear. 

C. The facility's practice of discharging the liquid concentrate from the solids collected from the metal treatment process reservoirs during routine cleaning may contain significant concentrations of metals which have the potential to violate federal standards and/or have a negative impact on the City's POTW. 

D. The facility did not appear to know the exact amount of flow being discharged to the POTW. 

VIII. Recommendations 
A. Due to the activities that are subject to regulation, the facility should take the appropriate steps to ensure that it has received an industrial user pennit before continuing to discharge its wastewater to the City's POTW. Specifically, the facility should contact the City to obtain the proper pennits for the facility's discharge. 

B. The facility should fully understand the method and process by which its wastewater discharges to the City's POTW. Specifically, developing a schematic depicting the internal and external pipe connectivity and the wastewater flow rates would be helpful. 

C. The facility should conduct monitoring of the regulated process wastewaters to ascertain their pollutants and concentrations, and report this to the City. The most recent monitoring data provided by the facility was collected on June 7, 20 10, and may not be representative ofthe current quality of 
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the wastewater discharged from the facility to the City' s POTW. The facility also must meet the self­
implementing reporting requirements for categorical industrial users in 40 C.F.R. § 403.12. 

D. The facility should obtain and install a calibrated flow measurement device to identify the volume of 
wastewater generated and discharged from its regulated categorical wastewater operations prior to 
the introduction of any diluting streams. The facility should also work with the City to determine the 
necessity of installing an effluent pH meter or other measurement devices to ensure that the 
wastewater does not cause harm to the POTW or cause pass through, interference, and/or upsets at 
the treatment facility or in any other way cause the City to violate its own discharge penn it. 

E. The City should issue the facility a significant industrial user permit and meet the terms of its 
pretreatment program approved by the State of Georgia and identified in its NPDES permit 

IX. Attachments 

Attachment I 

Attachment 2.A 

Attachment 2.8 

Attachment 2.C 

Photograph Log 

CTI Wastewater Permit Requirement Evaluation 

Sludge Testing Results 

City of Rome Industrial Wastewater Questionnaire 
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Attachment 1 Photograph Log 

Steel King Industries, Inc. 
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Photograph 1. The facility's tunnel washer used for the metal treatment process. The trench drain parallel to the washer conveys wastewater to a pit and to the City's POTW. 

Photograph 2. Up-close view of the Hook Kiene P chemical cleaner (containing phosphoric acid) used in the first stage of the metal treatment process. 
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Photograph 3. View ofthe Liqua Phos 6929 chemical (containing phosphoric acid and nitric acid) used in the first stage of the metal treatment process. Note the vicinity of the 55-gallon drums to the trench drain and Jack of secondary containment 
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Photograph 4. Up-close view of the label on the 55-gallon drum of Liqua Phos 6929 depicted in Photograph 3. 
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Photograph 5. View of the stage one reservoir containing solutions of Liqua Phos 6929 and Hook Kiene P. 

Photograph 6. View of the unplumbed sink that discharges to the trench drain and to the wastewater pit and ultimately to the City' s POTW. 
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Photograph 7. View of wastewater actively discharging from the open valve of the second stage of the metal treatment process. Wastewater discharges to the trench drain, wastewater pit, and to the City's POTW. 

Photograph 8. View of 55-gallon drums of JK I 00 (a liquid alkaline product) and defoamer. Note the vicinity of the 55-gallon drums to the trench drain and Jack of secondary containment. 
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Photograph 9. View of the pH down chemicals used for adjusting the pH of the content in the reservoirs of the metal treatment system. Note the vicinity of the 55-gallon drums to the trench drain and lack of secondary containment 

drain 

Open 
valve 

Photograph 10. View ofthe open valve that would allow rinse water from the third stage of the metal treatment process to discharge to the trench drain, wastewater pit, and ultimately to the City's POTW. 
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' . 
Photograph 11. View within the grated covering of the wastewater pit of the facility's discharge location to the City's POTW. The exact method in which wastewater was discharged from the pit to the POTW was unclear. Note the accumulation of solids within the pit. 
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Attachment 2.A CTI Wastewater Permit Requirement Evaluation 

Steel King Industries, Inc. 
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C o ' Zi to N. NORCROII TUCKEIIIIOAD, SUITE ZOZ onversron Technology Inc. ~fL~~~.~t~~:a;:,r,0~J.uum ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING ENGINEERS l •MAIL: CTJecoNVER•IDNTlCHHOLOaY.COM 'J...-J. WWW.CONVIIIIIONTICHNOLOaV.COM j IQ. ~ 
June 30, 2010 J 

3 1./ltt 
Mr. John Cothran 
Steel King Industries, Inc. 
30 Floyd Industrial Blvd. 
Rome. GA 30161 

Dear Mr. Cothran: 

Included Is the Wastewater Permit Requirement Evaluation for your facility. Please keep this Information oo file. 

PROCESS DESCRIPTION AND CURRENT STATUS 

The Steel King Industries, Inc. facility in Rome. Georgia manufactures, and finishes metal shelving products. Steel King Industries, Inc.'s Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) codes are 2542 - Office and Store Fixtures, Partitions, Shelving, and Lockers, Except Wood: and 3499 - Fabricated Metal Products, Not Elsewhere Classified. Wastewater Is generated trom product washing acUvltles conducted aner the metal coaling and painting finishing processes. Wastewater Is stored In a containment area and discharged as a batch 1-2 times per year. Currently, Steel King Industries, Inc. does not have a wastewater permiL 

CITY PERMIT REQIREMENT EVALUATION 

City Of Rome Ordinances for Sewer Use 

Steel King Industries, Inc. Is located In Rome, Georgia. The city sets forth uniform requirements for contributors Into the wastewater collection and treatment system and enables the city lo comply with all appUcable stale and federal laws required by the Clean Water Act of 19n. amendments to this Act, and the general pretreatment regulations (40 CFR Part 403). The requirements for wastewater discharges to a sewer are as follows: 

No person shall discharge or cause to be discharged any stormwater, surface water, groundwater, roof runoff, subsurface drainage, uncontaminated cooling water. or unpolluted industrial process waters to any sanitary sewer. All wastewaters shall be discharged to a sanitary sewer or treated by the generator and discharged to a natural stream under the conditions perml«ed by an NPDES permit Issued by the state environmental protection dlvlsloo. Stormwal.er and all other unpolluted drainage shall be discharged to such sewers as are specifically designated as combined sewers or storm sewers, or to a natura! outlet approved by the city manager. lndustrlal cooling water or unpolluted process waters may be discharged, on approval of the city manager, to a storm sewer, combined sewer, or natural ou tlet. Approval by the city manager for discharge or unpolluted process waters to a natural ouUet wtthln the city limit Is required In addition to the Issuance of an NPDES permit by the state environmental pro tection division. 

Image 1. Note that the Process Description and Current Status paragraph specifically mentions that the facility conducts coating operations. 
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Steel King Industries, Inc. - Rome, GA 
Wastewater Permit Reauirement Evaluation 

June 2010 
Page2 

(a) No person shall Introduce or cause to be introduced Into the sewage works any pollutant or wastewater which causes pass through or Interference. These general prohibitions apply to all users of the sewage works whether or not they are subject lo categorical pretreatment standards or any other national, state, or local pretreatment standards or requirements. (b) No user shall Introduce or cause to be Introduced into the sewage works the following poUutants, substances, or wastewater: 
(1) Pollutants which create a fire or explosive hazard In the sewage works, Including, but not limited to. wastestreams with a dosed-cup flashpolnt of tess than 140 degrees Fahrenheit (60 degrees Celsius) using test methods specified in 40 CFR 261.21 : (2) Pollutants, Including oxygen-demanding pollutants (BOD, etc.), released in a discharge at a now rate and/or pollutant concentration whiCh, either singly or by Interaction with other pollutants, will cause Interference with the sewage works: (3) Any water or wastes having a pH tower than 5.5 or greater than 12.0 or having any other corrosive property capable of causing damage or hazard to structures, equipment and personnel of the sewage works; 
(4) Solids or viscous substances In quantities or of such size capable of causing obstruction to the flow In sewers or resulting In Interference; 
(5) Wastewater having a temperature greater than 150 degrees Fahrenheit (65 degrees Celsius), or which will Inhibit biological activity In the treatment plant resulting in Interference, but In no case wastewater which causes the temperature at the Introduction Into the treatment plant to exceed 104 degrees Fahrenheit (40 degrees Celsius); (6) Petroleum oil, non-biodegradable cuHing oil, or products of mineral oil origin, In amounts that wilt cause Interference or pass through; 
(7) Pollutants which result In the presence or toxic gases, vapors. or fumes within the sewage works In a quantity that may cause acute worker health and safety problems; (8) Trucked or hauled pollutants, except at discharge points designated by the superintendent In accordance with section 22-201 or this article. 

(a) No person shall discharge or cause to be discharged the following described substances, materials, waters or wastes If It appears likely, In the opinion of the city manager, that such wastes can harm the sewers. sewage treatment process, or equipment, have an adverse effect on the receiving stream, or otherwise endanger life, limb, or public property or conslitute a nuisance. In forming his opinion as to the acceptability of these wastes, the city manager shall give consideration to such factors as the quantltles of subject wastes In relation to nows and velocities In the sewers, materials or construction or the sewers, nature or the sewage treatment process, capacity of the sewage treatment plant. degree of treatability of wastes In the sewage treatment plant. and other pertinent factors. 
(b) The substances prohibited are: 

(1) Noxious or malodorous liquids, gases, solids or other wastewater which either singly or by interaction with other wastes, are sufficient to create a public nuisance or a hazard to life, or to prevent entry Into the sewers for maintenance or repair. 
(2) Any water or waste containing fats, wax, grease, or oils, whether emulsified or not, in excess or 100 mg/l or containing substances which may solidify or be<:ome viscous at temperatures between 32 and 150 degrees Fahrenheit (zero to 65 degrees Celsius). (3) Any garbage that has not been properly shredded. The Installation and operation or any garbage grinder equipped with a motor of three-fourths horsepower or greater shalt be subject to the review and approval or the city manager. 

lmage 2. Page 2 of 18 
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Steel King Industries, Inc. - Rome, GA 
Wastewater Permit Reaulrement Evaluation 

June 2010 
Page3 

(4) Any waters or wastes containing strong acid, Iron pickling wastes, or concentrated plating soluUons, whether neutralized or not 
(5) Any waters or wastes containing Iron, other objectionable or toxic substances, or wastes exerting an excessive chlorine requirement. to such degree that any such material received In the composlle sewage at the sewage treatment works exceeds the limits established by the city manager for such materials. 
(6) Any waters or wastes containing phenols or other taste- or odor-producing substances in such concentrations exceeding limits which may ~ established by the city manager as necessary, after treatment of the composite sewage, to meet the requirements of state, federal, or other public agencies or jurisdiction for such discharge to the receiving waters. (7) Any radioactive wastes or Isotopes of such halnife concentration as may exceed limits established by the city manager In compliance with applicable state or federal regulations. (8) Any waters or wastes having a pH that will cause the pH of the waste entering the sewage treatment plant at any time to be In excess of 9.0. (9) Materials which exert or cause: 

a. Unusual concentrations of Inert suspended solids (such as, but not limited to, fuller's earth, any textile tlbers, lime slurries. and lime residues) or of dissolved solids (such as, but not limited to, sodium chloride and sodium sulfate). 
b. Excessive discoloration (such as. but not llmlled to. dye wastes and vegetable tanning solutions). 
c. Unusual BOD, chemical oxygen demand. or chlorine requirements In such quantities as to constitute a slgniOcant load on the sewage treatment works. d. Unusual volume of flow or concentrallon of wastes constituting slugs. 

(10) Waters or wastes containing substances which are not amenable to treatment or reduction by the sewage treatment processes employed or are amenable to treatment only to such degree that the sewage treatment plant effluent cannot meet the requirements of other agencies having jurisdiction over discharge to the receiving waters. (11) Sludges. screenings. or other residues from the pretreatment of Industrial wastes. (12) Wastewater causing, alone or in conjunction wHh other sources, the treatment plant's effluent to fall a toxicity test. 
(13) Detergents, surfaca.acUve agents, or other substance which may cause excessive foaming In the sewage works. 

The pollutant limits listed In Table 1 on the next page are based on treatment plant design specifications and are estabHslled to protect against pass through and Interference. User discharge concentrations apply at the point where the Industrial waste Is discharged to the sewage works. No person shall discharge wastewater containing In excess of the maximum allowable discharge limits listed in Table 1. 

City Wastewater Discharge Permit 

All signtncant Industrial users connected to. proposing to connect to, or otherwise contributing to the sewage works shall obtain a wastewater discharge permit. Proposed new slgniOcant users shall apply at least go days prior to connection to the sewage works and shall obtain the permit prior to contributing to the system. The city manager may require other users to obtain wastewater permits as necessary to carry out the purposes of this article. Slgnlncant Industrial user (SIU) means any Industrial user who: 
-

Image3. Page 3 of 18 
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Steel King Industries, Inc. -Rome, GA June 2010 Wa~ili!Wi!l~r P~II!lll BS~m~lr~m~nt Evalui!llon P5lge 4 --(1) Is subject to categorical pretreatment standards under 40 CFR 403.6 and 40 CFR chapter I, subchapter N; 
\~I '"'" mouu'"" ., 1:1'\J\."':>:. we~:.•a:.u ae~~• w•m·" nk:ll\1:1:> UIJ ltvtS perGencurmore OT me average dry weather hydraulic or organic capacity of the sewage treatment plant; (3) Has an average discharge flow of process wastewater (excluding sanitary, noncontacl cooling and boiler blow-down wastewater) equal to or greater than 25,000 gallons per workday: 
(4) Discharges a wastewater containing any substance defined as a toxic or priority pollutant by the Environmental Protection Agency; or (5) Is designed by the city on the basis that lhe lnduslrlal user has a reasonable potential for adversely affecting the POTW's operation or for vlolaUng any pretreatment standard or requirement. 

Sewer Use Evaluation 

Based on Its Industrial proce.sses, II is assumed that Steel King Industries, Inc. wm not discharge any explosive materials or flammable fuels or oils. Steel King Industries, Inc. does not discharge any radioactive waste or any substances prohibited by the City of Rome, Georgia. In order to be certain of the pollutant discharges from Steel King Industries, Inc .. grab samples of wastewater discharges were tested for pollutant lev~s. The samples were taken on June 7, 2010. The pollutant levels were analyzed. and the results proved that the pollutant levels In the wastewater at Steel King Industries, Inc. are well below the pretreatment limits for the City of Rome. Cyanide, PCB, Sufate. and Phenols were not tested because these parameters were known not to be present based on Steel King Industries, Inc.'s Industrial processes. The pH of the sample was measured to be 7.4. The sampling results cao be found In the Appendix. A summary of the sampling results Is shown In Table 1. 

TABLE 1: Cltv User Discharge Limits and Tested Pollutant levels 
Pollutant User Discharge Limit Tested pollutant Level 

(mgiL) (mgJL) 
Arsenic 0.07 <0.030 Biochemical oxygen 

350 48.0 demand 
Cadmium 0.11 <0.010 Chromium (total) 2.49 <0.010 
Copper 0.61 0.141 Lead 0.78 <0.025 
Mera.~ry 0.009 <0.0005 
Nickel 0.36 0.062 Selenium 0.0 <0.040 
Silver 1.49 <0.010 Total suspended solids 200 17 
Zinc 0.77 0.025 

[!lj 
Image 4. Page 4 of 18. Note the requirement for a City pennit includes categon cal users. 
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PageS 

As long as Steel King Industries, Inc. discharges less than 25,000 gallons of process wastewater per day, Steel King lndusbies. Inc. Is not subject to a City Wastewater Permit. Steel King Industries, Inc. Is not subject to categorical pretreatment standard, to be addressed In the next secllon. Therefore, Steel King Industries, Inc. Is not subject to a wastewater permit. 
NATIONAL PRETREATMENT REQIREMENT EVALUATION 
National Pretreatment Standard 

On September 21, 1998, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated final effluent limitations guidelines and standards under the Clean Water Act (CWA). These regulaUons amended existing effluent llmltaUons guidelines and standards codified at 40 Code of Federal RegulaUons (CFR) Part 439. 

The CWA requires EPA to promulgate nationally applicable pretreatment standards that restrict pollutant discharges rrom faciiiUes that discharge wastewater Indirectly through sewers flowing to publicly-owned treatment works (POTWs). National pretreatment standards are established for those pollutants In wastewater from Indirect dischargers that may pass through, interfere with, or are otherwise lncompallble with POTW operations. Generally, pretreatment standards are designed to ensure that wastewaters from direct and indirect industrial dischargers are subject to similar levels of treatment. In addiUon, all POTWs that must develop local pretreatment programs are required to implement specific local treatment limits applicable to their Industrial indirect dischargers to prevent pass through and Interference and to prevent the Introduction Into POTWs of certain pollutants (e.g., pollutants that create a fire or explosion hazard, corrosion or pollutants that result In toxic gases that may cause acute worker health or safety problems). All other POTWs must estabUsh local limits to prevent pass through or Interference to ensure compliance with the POTW's NPDES permit or sewage sludge uses. (See 40 CFR 403.5). CWA Section 402(b)(8) requires that pennits for certain POTWs receiving pollutants from significant Industrial sources subJect to pretreatment standards under CWA Section 307(b) must estabHsh a pretreatment program to ensure compliance with these standards. EPA has published regulations to define the requirements of this POTW pretreatment control program. 

National Pretreatment Standard Evaluation 

Based on the SIC codes 2542 and 3499, Steel King Industries, Inc. is not subject to the National Pretreatment Standard. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the lnfonnatlon provided from the sampling results in the Appendix and the previous evaluations, Steel King Industries, Inc. Is not subject to any wastewater permiL The results of the sampling prove that Steel King Industries, Inc. discharges wastewater within the pollutant limits of the City of Rome, Georgia and does not contribute any substances prohibited by the Sewer Use Ordinance. Steel King Industries. Inc. Is not subJect to a SIU permit requirement as long as It does not dlscharne more than 25.000 gallons of process water per day, Steel King Industries. Inc. Is also not covered by a National Categorical Pretreatment Standard. 

Image 5. Page 5 of 18. Note the incorrect basis for detennining categorical status. 
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Steel King Industries, Inc. - Rome, GA 
Wastewater Permit Requirement EvaluaUon 

June 2010 
Paqe6 

If you have any questions concerning this evaluation, please do not hesitate lo call me at (770) 263-6330. 

(jll;Ji 
Jeff Pool 
Environmental Engineer 

Image6. Page 6 of 18. 
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IASII~-------A_N_A_L_n_•c~A_L_s_E_Rv~•_cE_s_,_•N_c_.~----
Envlronmental MonitorinR & Laboratory Analysis 

110 Technology Parkway, Norcross, GA 30092 
{nO) 734-4200 FAX (770) 734-4201 

Laboratory Report 

Prepared For: 

Converalon Technology Inc. 
2180 Non:roaa Tucker Road 

Norcroa, GA 30071 

AttanUon: Mr. Je" Pool 

Report Number: ATF0219 
June 17, 2010 

ProjKt: SK·WW 

Project t :[noneJ 

We appreclate the oppo11unlly to provide the enafytk:al aupport for ygur proJed The lll\ltyH(:al rasu11a In thla repon are balled upon Information aupptled by you, the c::flerc. and are fof your exduelve use. II you have any questlana reo-tfng this data packege, plNM do not hesitate to call . 

Approved: 

Image 8. 

This rvport may not be reproduced, except !n fun, without written opproyal 110m Analytlc:al SIIIVIcea, Inc. Analytical SIHVIces, Inc. cettifles thai the following 11118lyUcal resulta meet 1111 requlremonta of the National EnvlronmeotDII.aborillory Accreditalfoo Conference(NEI.AC). 
Allies I results relate only to the Nll'rlplet analyzed. 

Page 8 of 18. 
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~~SII--------~~A-NA_L_Yn~C~~S-E~R~VI~CE~S-, ~IN_C~· ~-------­Environmenlal Monlloring & Laboralory Analyals 110 Techolology P111lcway, Non:ro.s, GA 30092 
~ Te::la*lay Inc. 
2180 Norcraoo Tucker R_, 
Hcrc:rou GA. :10071 
Allonlon: "''·Jeff Pea 

Stage2 

Image 9. Page 9 of 18. 

(nO) 734-4200 FAX (nO) 734-4201 

ANALYTICAL JUPORT FOR !iAMPLJtS 

ATF021~t waweWIIet 

25 
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IASII ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 
Environmental Monitoring & laboratory Analysis 

110 Technology Patl<wBy. Notaolll, GA 30092 
(nO) 734-<1200 FAX (770) 734-4201 c...-.1on T ee.'tltt/lovy Inc. 

.....,. 17.2010 
2180 Notaou Tutl• Reed 
HOruoll OA. 30071 
Allorlllon: Mr. Jell Pool 

~..._: ATFH1t 
PnfKt: SIC-Client ID: 1&. .. 2 
Ulo-ID: ATf11nM1 D1rWT1mt .._...., 1/7/ZIID t2:»:011PM 
---M: 117/ZilO 4:A---.., w-wno. 

,._,_ 
AnaJr1lul .AAal11o """" RL u- - OU.L DF - DUt -· hill. ---- -- -a. ...... CMolllllrY 

Blachemlcel O"YQen DiminO 41.0 10.0 ~ 6US210B 6/01110 U :OO 8113110 lll:ts OOIICIZJO JCM TrUIS<aponclad 6cilllo 17 moll. &UlS-400 811<&/10 8:2~ 11114110 t-.25 ooeo:ta MZP 11--.Tow ...,_ 
110 O.DlO moll. EPA200.7 II/IlMO 8:45 11114110 17:41 ODe03l.5 FBS c-.tum NO 0010 moll. EPA200.7 

8111110 ' ' " 11114110 17:41 ooeci:SH FilS ClftnU1t NO 0.010 mo/1. EPA200.7 8111110 1:45 8114110 17:4t 0De0325 FBI ~ 0141 0.020 ~ EPA200.7 8111110 1.45 etl4110 17:48 ooecnn FBS l..S NO oms ~ EPA200.7 8111/10 1:.<5 11114110 17;48 ooea325 FBS - 0.1)12 D.QlO moll. EPA2007 811tno &:45 11114110 17:4t ooao:w F8S 
Solenbn NO O.D40 moll. EPA200.7 11111110 1:45 1111<&11017:41 0080325 FBS 
s...., 

NO 0010 moll. EPA2007 etttno 1:45 IIIIC/10 17:48 0011- FBS Zh: 0.025 0.020 "'911- EPA200 7 8111/IO a ·4s 1111<&110 17:48 OOIIOl2S F85 
..........., 

NO 0.~ "'111- EPA245.1 Ml8110 t-~ 0108/10 14;40 00110 I t2 CSW 

Image 10. Page 10 of 18. 
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~~SII~----------~A_NA __ L~~IC_A~L~S~ER~V~IC_E~S-, ~IN_C~· ~--------­Envlronmentat Monitoring & laboratory Analysis 
110 Tedlnology Parkway, Non:rote, GA 30092 

c...-u:.n T~ Inc. 

%Ito Nor<n>u t-­
Nor<n>u GA. 30071 
-Mt.Jo!IPool 

Report No.: ATF0218 

B1rtct1 OOID230 -SM 5210 B 
Blank (CIOICIZ»BU<t) 
llb::fiM*;III ~ DeiNftd 

Lea (CIOICIZSO-&atl 
8lodlllnbl a_. o.r..no 
Dupl!ce. (DCIIG230o0UP1) 

Blank (0010216o8LK1) 
T alii Sc&a&wdocl Scfodo 

LCS (OOIG2N 881) 

TOIIII Slllpended Scfodo 

D!c?lk:alal~ 
TOIII& .. ponclod Soldo 

Image 11. Page I I of 18. 

(770) 7~200 FAX (nO) 734-4201 

June 17.2010 

General Chemllby • QWIIIty Control 

RIPCI*lg Splle 6cun:e 'JWIEC RPO A-.. IJrool ~ ~ A• .. ~c u.... RPO Urftl Qual 

Pr!!p!<ed: 0&'08/10 An!lyud: 01!113110 110 l.O ......... 

Prep!!!lt 0&'08/10 Malyz.ect 06/13110 211 1.0 "'Gil. 101.00 107 IS.II5 
8oun:r. ATF011U1 Pr!p!l!d: 08108110 M!lyud; 01!/1311 0 ,.7 10.0 mg.\. ns e to 

Prep!!!d & An!lyud; 011/1.4110 NO 

Prep!red & Anelyzect 011/1-4110 
10 "'Go1. 100.00 Ill &11·104 

Prep!!!d & """')'Z!C!; 01!11<4110 
IM 3 » 

Prepered & Ana!yud; 06114110 
OR .OJ 
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~~sii--------~~~--~Yn~C~~S~ER~V~IC_E_S,_IN~C~·~-------­Envlronmental Monitoring & Laboratory Analysis 
110 Tocllnology Parkway. NOIO"Otl, GA 30092 

Cen-T~ In<; 
21to Norctuoo T.U. Roell 
NGooto GA. 30071 

- Mt. Jell Paal 

ReDort No.: ATRI211 

Anllylo 

a.tch 0010112 • EPA 248.1 
Bl8nk {00t01tNilK1) 
loiMuy 

l.CS(OOI01t2.8S1) 
NolwfY 

(770) 734-4200 FAX (770) 734-4201 

Mlltat., Tollll · Quality Control 

R-"'11 Sj>lle S.U.:. %REC RPO Reo.A Umc Vnllo '-'I RCSIA '4AEC ~ RP'O Uri! 

Preoerw.l & Analyzed: 0Ml8110 NO O.D005 "'0'\. 

0~ 
P~& ~ 01!108110 0.0024 .. 15000E.J M 116-11! B!!!!lc:llle (00101U-OUP1) ___ _ Soun::e: AT1'il112-02 r.~ & Ml!a!!!; 01!108110 M4ralty 

lhtrtll Sp!lul (00101S2·MS1) 
M«uuy 

Pwtl@! (0010112-Pat) 
loloralty 

a.h 0010325 • EPA 2110.7 
Blank tOOIQ32a.8U<t I 
AM.~e -
c-un 
ClwomoUn 
eq,por .._ -6efonUn 
6Mr 
Zlnc 

Image 12. Page 12 of 18. 

NO O.D005 mo.\. 

. -~ATF011T.C1 
0.0025 0 .0005 mg.\. 

lcMc:r. ATF0117.c1 
1.11 - -· - - uoA. 

NO 0.030 mg.\. 
NO 11.010 rro\. 
NO 0.010 mo.\. 
NO 0.020 mo.\. 
NO o.ou mo.\. 
NO OOlO mg.\. 
NO 0.04G rro'L 
HO 0.010 rro\. 
NO O.OlO mo.\. 

NO 20 

Pt!!l*!d & AN~ 08108/10 
UOOOE.J NO " 1G-130 

l'ftl*ed & I<Ni'ned: 00108110 ueer 0.0110 t3 1$-115 
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~~SII-------------A_N_A_L_YT_I_C_A_L_s_ER_V_Ic_e_s_,_IN_c_.~---------­Envitonmenlal Monitoring & Laboratoty Analysis 
110 Technology Patlcwey, Norcron. GA 300112 

c-lan Tocmalolll' Inc. 
2110Non:tCUluclarRced 
N-a OA.l0071 
~lolt. JelfPOd 

Report No.: ATF0211 

ANiyle 

IWch 00103.25 - EPA 200.7 
LCS (0010326-881) -CoMUn 
a-
Ccl'l* 
t-s -s-un 
s.-
Zinc 

Duplicate (001032$.0UP1! 
Atlcrllc 
~ 
CMrollm 
CQRICt 
t-s 
HICUI 
Selen ... 
s .... 
lW; 

MaUtll Spllcll (~81) 
AIMnlc 
CaclrrNft 
Cllnii1\Un 
c-
loed -SolonU.. 
s.-
Zinc: 

Image 13. Page 13 of 18. 

(770) rn-4200 FAX (770) 734-4201 
JUI\II 17, 2010 

Metltll, Total- Quality Control 

Rtpettlng ~ ll<uct %REC RPO Reollil l;.,t u.... l.owl R .... "'REC Un*l RPO U.WI Ouol 

P!!p!f!d & Analyzed: 08/11/10 1.0 0.~ 1110'1. 1.0000 101 111-115 1.0 0.010 JnDil 1.0000 IO:Z I&-liS 1.0 0.010 1110'1. 1.0000 101 ·~115 1.0 o.a:zo 11';11. 1.0000 IO:Z 15·115 1.0 0 .025 1110'1. 1.0000 102 15-111 1.0 O.cnG 11';11. 1.0000 IO:Z &SoliS 1.0 O.D-10 1110'1. 1.0000 102 11$.115 1.0 0.010 mo'l 1.0000 ICI2 11$.115 1.0 0.020 mo'l 1.oooo 102 a~ua 

Source: A TFD440-02 P1!!1?!111d & Anal)'!!!d: 01!111/10 NO O.OlO mo'l 0.004 20 NO 0 .010 mo'l NO 20 0.1102 0 .010 mo'l 0.002 20 0.024 0.020 ~\ 0.023 20 NO 0 .071 11';11. NO 20 0.21 0.020 11';11. 0.21 0 .1 20 0 .010 0 .0>10 ong/1. NO 20 NO 0 .010 ong/1. NO 20 o.on 0.020 ong/1. 0.070 20 
Source: ATF0114-01 Pntpared & Anai)'Z!d; 06111110 II O.OlO ong/\. 1.0000 0 .00>1 101 70.130 1.0 0 .010 mo'l 1.0000 0 .001 101 70.130 11 0.0 10 ong/\. 1.0000 0.73 " 70.130 1.3 0 .020 ong/\. 1.0000 0.29 IDl 70.1)0 1.0 0 .025 mo'l 1.0000 0.018 100 To-130 u 0.020 ong/\. 1.0000 0.10 .. 70.1)0 1.1 0 .040 1110'1. 1.0000 O.Oll 110 7().130 

1.2 0 .010 ong/\. 1.0000 0 .051 110 71).130 1.3 0.020 ong/\. 1.0000 0 .21 107 73-130 
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~~SI I--------~~~--L_TI~J~C~~S~ER~V~IC_E_S._IN~C~·~-------­Envlronmental Monitoring & Laboratory Analysis 
110 T edlnologv P&IIcwey, Non:t'08&, GA 30092 

ecr-.lon T ech"'*''rJ Inc. 
21110 ~ TutU<R­
Narauoa OA. 30071 
.... _ ... , Joff Poet 

Reoort No.: ATF021B 

Batch 00103211 · EPA 200.7 
POIIt 8p!lla (00103u.f'81} 

Image 14. Page 14 of 18. 

(770) 734-4200 F,.;;t., {770) 734-4201 

June 17 0 2010 

Metals, Total - QUillty Control 

Reportrog ~ - %1U:C APO R...,. l)rjt Unb lew! Rooul %REC l..ln«J RPD Unll Ou.l 

~:ATF011441 F'rq>!n!d & Analyzed: 08/1 1/10 
1.1 ""' 1.0000 0.1104 lOt U-115 
1.0 ~ 1.0000 0,001 IO:Z 1$·115 
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1.0 mg/1. 1.0000 0,010 102 8).115 u moll 1.0000 o.ao 100 U-115 
I J rnoll 1.0000 0.03:1 113 U-115 
1.2 moll 1.0000 0.051 110 1).115 u mg/1. 1.0000 0.20 108 U-116 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 4 

ATLANTAFEOERALCENTEA 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960 

NOV 1 5 2016 
CERTIFIED MAIL 7015 1730 0002 0524 3808 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Pilgrim's Pride Corporation 
ATTN: Mr. James Waits 
P. 0. Box 519 
Elberton, Georgia 30635 

Re: Notice of Violation and Opportunity to Show Cause Pursuant to Section 309(a) of the Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. § 1319(a); Pilgrim's Pride Corporation, Elberton, Georgia; Permit No. GAP050073 issued by Georgia Environmental Protection Division 

Dear Mr. Waits: 

On October 21, 2014, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 4 performed an Industrial User Inspection of Pilgrim 's Pride Corporation (Facility) located at 1129 Old Middleton Road in Elberton, Elbert County, Georgia. The purpose of the inspection was to evaluate the Facility's compliance with the requirements of Sections 301 and 307(d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. §§ 1311 and 1317(d); the regulations promulgated thereunder at 40 C.F.R. Part 403 and the State of Georgia Rules and Regulations for Water Quality Control, Chapter 391-3-6; and Pennit No. GAP050073 (Pennit) issued to the Facility by Georgia Environmental Protection Divisions (GA EPD), effective November 17,2011, and expiring October 31,2016. 

The EPA's inspection, as described in the inspection report enclosed herewith as Enclosure A, and subsequent investigative efforts have revealed that the Pilgrim 's Pride Corporation failed to comply with Section 301 of the CW A, 33 U.S.C. § 13 11, its implementing pretreatment regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 403, the State of Georgia pretreatment regulations, and its Permit. Specifically, the EPA hereby notifies Pilgrim's Pride Corporation, pursuant to Section 309(a) of the CW A, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(a), of the following findings of violations: 

I. Failure to comply with permit conditions. 

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.10, an industrial user holding a permit containing pretreatment standards and requirements must comply with its permit. The Facility holds Permit No. GAP050073 that includes the following pretreatment standards and requirements: 

(a) Part A oftbe Pennit requires biweekly composited samples for Biochemical Oxygen Demand, Total Suspended Solids, Chemical Oxygen Demand and Ammonia (as N). Composite Samples are defined in Part B.2.k. of the Permit as samples collected at intervals not Jess frequently than every two hours (o.r a period of24 hours or for the actual time the pretreatment facility is discharging (if less than 24 hours), and com posited according to flow. 
Internet Address (UAL) • http://www.epa.gov Recyclod/Recyclable • Printod with Vegotablu Oil Bas«! Inks on Aecyelod Poper (MinlnlV01 30,. Postconsumer) 



At the time of the inspection, the programmed sampler utilized for composite samples was not connected to a flow meter in violation of8.2.k. ofthe Permit 

(b) Part 8.6. of the Permit requires that the monitoring results be signed in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(1) by a principal executive officer or ranking official, or by a duly authorized representative who has the authority to act for or on behalf of the company and submitted to GA EPD. 

The Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs) submitted by Pilgrim's Pride Corporation to GA EPD were signed by one or more individuals employed by Environmental 
Management Services and were not employees or representatives of Pilgrim's Pride 
Corporation. Additionally, the DMRs did not include the certification statement as required by Part B.6. of the Permit in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(1) and thereby 40 C .F.R. § 403.6(a)(2)(i i). 

(c) Part A of the Permit requires monitoring of the pH once a day and Part 8.6. of the permit requires monitoring results obtained during the month to be summarized in an Operation Monitoring Report Form. 

Pilgrim's Pride Corporation uses a handwritten log sheet to document the daily sample results for pH and the effluent flow readings. During the inspection, the summary sheets from January 2013 through September 20 14 were reviewed and more than 51 days were identified on which the daily pH results were not monitored or reported in compliance with the terms of the permit. 

(d) Part A of the Permit establishes pretreatment monitoring limitations for Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) and Total Suspended Solids (TSS). 

DMRs submitted by the Pilgrim's Pride Corporation and reviewed during the inspection documented a total of 16 exceedances of established permit effluent limitations for the period covering January 2013 through September 2014. There were 14 violations of the BOD limit in January, February and June 2013. Additionally, a total of two TSS effluent violations were identified; one in January 2013 and one in February 2013. 

(e) Part C.2 of the Permit requires noncompliance notifications toGA EPD when the 
permittee does not comply with or will be unable to comply with any thirty day average or daily maximum discharge limitation specified in the Permit. 

Pilgrim's Pride Corporation was not providing noncompliance notification to the GA EPD for exceedances of effluent discharge limitations as required by Part C.2. of its Permit Pilgrim's Pride Corporation submitted a noncompliance report for effluent all exceedances experienced in February 2013 , June 2013 and July 2013. There was no documentation in the Pilgrim •s Pride Corporation files for the January 2013 effluent exceedances. The submitted noncompliance report did not include a description of the discharge and cause of noncompliance, and the period of noncompliance, including exact dates and times. 

(f) Part 8 .2.1. of the Permit requires repeat sampling and analysis and submittal of the results of the repeat analysis to the EPD within 30 days after becoming aware of a violation from sampling. 



Pilgrim's Pride did not conduct the required repeat sampling and analysis and submit the results within 30 days following BOD effluent exceedances in January, February and June 2013 nor following the TSS effluent exceedances in January and February 20 13. 
2. Discharge causing/contributing to pass-through at a Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW). 

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.5(a)(l ), an industrial user may not introduce pollutants into a POTW which cause or contribute to pass-through. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.3(p), pass­through is a discharge which exits the POTW in quantities or concentrations which, alone or in conjunction with discharges from other sources, is a cause of a violation of any requirement of the POTW's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. 

The Facility discharges pollutants that have exited the POTW in quantities or concentrations that have caused or contributed to violations of the POTW's NPDES permit, and therefore caused or contributed to pass-through. As noted in the inspection report, the use of quaternary ammonium products during bacteria outbreaks at Pilgrim's Pride Corporation has been shown to cause upsets at the Pilgrim's Pride Corporation wastewater treatment faci lity and the City of Elberton POTW. Additionally, the POTW bas documented on one or more occasion its inability to meet the Biochemical Oxygen Demand minimum removal percentage due to the loading received from Pilgrim's Pride Corporation. 

Until compliance with the CW A is achieved, Pilgrim's Pride Corporation is considered to be in violation of the CW A and may be subject to enforcement action pursuant to Section 309 of the CW A, 33 U.S.C. § 1319. This Section provides for the issuance of administrative penalty and/or compliance orders and the initiation of civil and/or criminal actions. 

The EPA requests that representatives of Pilgrim's Pride Corporation contact the EPA within seven (7) business days of receipt of this letter to arrange a meeting in this office to show cause why the EPA should not take formal civil enforcement action against Pilgrim's Pride Corporation for these violations and any other potential violations, including the assessment of appropriate civil penalties. In lieu of appearing in person, a telephone conference may be scheduled. Pilgrim's ~ride Corporation should be prepared to provide all relevant information with supporting documentation pertaining to the violations, including but not limited to any financial information which may reflect an inability to pay a penalty. Pilgrim's Pride Corporation bas the right to be represented by legal counsel. 

All information submitted during the show cause meeting must be accompanied by the following certification that is signed by a duly authorized company official in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 122.22: 

"I certify under penalty oflaw that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage tbe system or those persons directly responsible for gathering tbe information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations." 
3 



Please be aware that the EPA may use infonnalion provided during the meeting or telephone conference 
in any enforcement proceeding related to this matter. Failure to schedule a show cause meeting may 
result in a unilateral enforcement action against Pilgrim's Pride Corporation. Notwithstanding the 
scheduling of a show cause meeting, the EPA retains the right to bring further enforcement action under 
Section 309 ofthe CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319, for the violations cited therein or for any other violation of 
the CWA. 

In addition, the Securities and Exchange Commission (Commission) requires its registrants to 
periodically disclose environmental legal proceedings in statements filed with the Commission. To assist 
Pilgrim's Pride Corporation, the EPA has also enclosed a document entitled Notice of Securities and 
Exchange Commission Registrants' Duty to Disclose Environmental Legal Proceedings. 

Please contact Ms. Alenda Johnson at ( 404) 562-9761 to arrange a show cause meeting or if you have 
any questions or concerns. Legal inquiries should be directed to Ms. Michele Wetherington, Associate 
Regional Counsel at {404) 562-9613. 

Enclosures {2) 

cc: Mr. Bert Langley, Director of Compliance 
Georgia Environmental Protection Division 

Mr. Kevin Eavenson, Public Works Director 
City of Elberton, Georgia 

~ 
Director 
Water Protection Division 
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INTRODUCTION 

At the request of U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 4 and EPA's Office of Compliance, EPA's National Enforcement Investigations Center (NEIC) provided 
inspection support for EPA's GeoPiatfonn pretreatment targeting initiative. As part of the requested support, NEIC conducted CWA compliance inspections of the Elberton, Georgia publicly owned treatment works (POTW) and Pilgrim's Pride Corporation (Pilgrim's Pride), a 
poultry products food processing facility identified as an industrial user that discharges to the Elberton POTW. Pollution control, wastewater generation, and management operations for the 
faci lities are subject to environmental permits and regulations administered by the EPA and the Georgia Department ofNatural Resources Environmental Protection Division (Georgia EPD). 

FACILITY BACKGROUND 

The Elberton POTW has two municipal water pollution control plants (WPCPs) known as Elberton Falling Creek WPCP and Elberton Fortson Creek WPCP. According to Elberton representatives, the two WPCPs were built as identical plants in 1970. The Falling Creek WPCP 
was upgraded in the early I 990s to include the addition of a third, larger secondary clarifier. According to Elberton records, the average flow at the Falling Creek WPCP is 0.720 million gallons per day (mgd), and the average flow at the Fortson Creek WPCP is 0.389 mgd. The 
POTW has approximately 62 miles of sewer pipelines and 8 lift stations. Elberton has a population of approximately 8,500 people. 

During the NEIC inspection, Elberton provided a list of industrial users that discharge to the Elberton POTW based on water use records (Appendix A). The largest industrial user in tenns of flow and pollutant loading contribution to the Elberton POTW is Pilgrim's Pride. Pilgrim's Pride discharges to the Falling Creek WPCP, but the capability exists for Elberton to route the flow from Pilgrim's Pride to the Fortson Creek WPCP via a tift station. Elberton 
representatives stated that it has been at least 10 years since the wastewater from Pilgrim's Pride was routed to the Fortson Creek WPCP. With an average discharge flow rate of approximately 250,000 gallons per day (gpd), Elberton representatives stated that Pilgrim's Pride contributes 
approximately 40 percent of the flow and 50 percent of the pollutant loading to the Falling Creek 
WPCP. The remaining industrial users discharging to the Elberton POTW contribute 5 percent or less of the flow to the POTW and are mostly housing units and residential in nature. 

REGULATORY BACKGROUND 

According to facility records, the design maximum flow of the Falling Creek WPCP and the Fortson Creek WPCP is 0.9 mgd and 0.6 mgd, respectively. Elberton is not required to develop, implement, and obtain EPA approval for a POTW pretreatment program because the total design flow of its POTW is less than 5 mgd (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] § 403.8(a)). The State of Georgia has received delegation to implement the CWA National 
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Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program, including the CWA pretreatment 
program. Therefore, the State of Georgia is considered the Control Authority for regulating the 
pretreatment program in Elberton. 

Elberton POTW 

NPDES permit No. GA0025682 was issued by the Georgia EPD to the Falling Creek 
WPCP on August 16, 2010, and the permit is set to expire on August 15, 2015 (Appendix B). 
The permit authorizes the discharge of wastewater from the WPCP to Falling Creek, a tributary 
to the Savannah River. The permit contains effluent limitations and monitoring requirements for 
flow, biochemical oxygen demand (BOD), total suspended solids (TSS), fecal coliform, 
ammonia, total residual chlorine (TRC), and pH. 

NPDES permit No. GA0025631 was issued by the Georgia EPD to the Fortson Creek 
WPCP on August 9, 2010, and the permit is set to expire on August 8, 2015 (Appendix C). The 
permit authorizes the discharge of wastewater from the WPCP to Fortson Creek, a tributary to 
the Savannah River. The permit contains effluent limitations and monitoring requirements for 
flow, BOD, TSS, fecal coliform, ammonia, TRC, and pH. 

Pilgrim's Pride 

Industrial pretreatment permit No. GAP050073 was issued by the Georgia EPD to 
Pilgrim 's Pride on November 17, 201 1, and the permit is set to expire on October 31, 2016 
(Appendix D). The permit authorizes Pilgrim's Pride to discharge to the sewer system tributary 
to the City of Elberton's WPCPs. The permit states that Pilgrim' s Pride is subject to the general 
pretreatment regulations under 40 CFR Part 403 and is considered a non-categorical facility. 
The permit contains effluent limitations and monitoring requirements for flow, BOD, TSS, 
chemical oxygen demand (COD), oil and grease, ammonia, and pH. 

ON-SITE INSPECTION SUMMARY 

Elberton POTW 

NEIC conducted the on-site inspection of the Elberton POTW on October 20, 20 14. The 
NEIC inspection team consisted of Daren Vanlerberghe (project manager), Christine Alvarez, 
and Brian McKeown. Seth Heminway from EPA's Office of Compliance and Hsin-Sheng Yeh 
from the Georgia EPD also participated during the inspection. Credentials were presented to 
Byron Stovall, Elberton Utilities Director of Operations - Water and Gas. A closing meeting 
was held to discuss the preliminary inspection observations. NEIC stressed that final 
determinations will be made in conjunction with EPA regional personnel and following review 
of documents provided by Elberton. 
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The NEJC inspection team assessed Elberton's compliance with the NPDES pennit 
requirements by conducting detailed discussions with Elberton staff; reviewing documents; and 
observing wastewater treatment facilities, outfall locations, and sampling and monitoring 
locations. Photographs taken by the NEIC inspection team at the Elberton POTW are located in 
Appendix E. 

Pilgrim's Pride 

NEJC conducted the on-site inspection of Pilgrim' s Pride on October 21, 2014. The 
NEIC inspection team consisted of Daren Vanlerberghe (project manager), Christine Alvarez, 
and Brian McKeown. Seth Heminway from EPA's Office of Compliance and Nicole Nichols 
from the Georgia EPD also participated during the inspection. Credentials were presented to 
Harvey Loveland, Pilgrim 's Pride maintenance manager. A closing meeting was held to discuss 
the preliminary inspection observations. NEIC stressed that final determinations will be made in 
conjunction with EPA regional personnel and following review of documents provided by 
Pilgrim's Pride. 

The NEIC inspection team assessed Pilgrim's Pride' s compliance with industrial 
pretreatment pennit requirements by conducting detailed discussions with Pilgrim 's Pride staff; 
reviewing documents and observing process areas, wastewater treatment facilities, outfall 
locations, and sampling and monitoring locations. Photographs taken by the NEIC inspection 
team at Pilgrim's Pride are located in Appendix F. 

PROCESS OVERVIEW 

Elberton POTW 

Falling Creek WPCP 

Sewage flowing to the Falling Creek WPCP is screened (Hycor Helesieve Unit). Flows 
less than 1,000 gallons per minute (gpm) are lifted by two screw pumps (one in use, the other on 
standby mode). Flows in excess of I ,000 gpm are diverted to an equalization pump station 
where the influent is pumped to a 900,000-gallon equalization tank {which can be drained back 
to the influent by operators in lower flow periods). The lifted sewage from the screw pumps 
combines with return activated sludge (RAS), passes through a Palmer Bowlus flume (height 
measured by an ultra sonic meter), and flows to two 303,000-gallon fine bubble aeration basins. 
Caustic soda can be added at the flume, but POTW operators have not had to do this in many 
years due to the alkalinity from Pilgrim's Pride effiuent.. From the aeration basins, sewage flows 
through 3 clarifiers (clarifiers I and 2 are 0.0398 million gallons (MG) and clarifier 3 is 0.119 
MG). Clarifier effluent flows to a chlorine contact chamber. Clarifier sludge is either returned 
as RAS to the aeration basins, or wasted to a digester that feeds a 1.2-meter belt press. A 
Parshall flume is used to measure the RAS flow rate. Effluent is disinfected using chlorine gas 
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in the contact basin, and the effluent is dechlorinated using sulfur dioxide just prior to its 
discharge (at the weir box) to Falling Creek. 

Forston Creek WPCP 

Sewage flowing to the Fortson Creek WPCP is screened (Hycor Helesieve Unit). Flows 
less than 1,000 gpm are lifted by two screw pumps (one in use, the other on standby mode). 
Flows in excess of I ,000 gpm are diverted to an equalization pump station where the influent is 
pumped to a 900,000-gallon equalization tank (which can be drained back to the influent by 
operators in lower flow periods). The lifted sewage from the screw pumps combines with return 
activated s ludge (RAS), passes through a Palmer Bowlus flume (height measured by an ultra 
sonic meter) and to two 303,000-gallon fine bubble aeration basins. Caustic soda can be added 
at the flume when needed, and this is routinely added. From the aeration basins, sewage flows 
through two clarifiers (clarifiers I and 2 are 0.0398 MG). Clarifier effluent flows to a chlorine 
contact chamber. Clarifier sludge is either returned as RAS to aeration basins, or is wasted to a 
digester that feeds a 0.8-meter belt press. A Parshall flume is used to measure the RAS flow 
rate. Effluent is disinfected using chlorine gas in the contact basin, and the effluent is 
dechlorinated using sulfur dioxide just prior to its discharge (at the weir box) to Fortson Creek. 

Pilgrim's Pride 

A third-party provider trucks raw chicken product to Pilgrim 's Pride. The raw chicken 
then is either cooked or processed on one of three different process lines. Two process lines are 
ready to eat (RTE) lines that involve the preparation of cooked, breaded chicken. The third 
process line is the individually frozen (IF) line that involves marinating and packaging raw 
chicken product. Pilgrim's Pride previously operated a fourth process line for partially cooked 
chicken, but this was shut down due to company reorganization. The fourth line is stil l 
maintained and cleaned occasionally in case Pilgrim's Pride reopens the line or needs to add 
another process line. 

Most wastewater at Pilgrim 's Pride is produced from sanitizing the food lines. Each 
process line is sanitized or cleaned from I a.m. to 6 a.m. each day. Wastewater produced during 
the cleaning shift can contain detergents, fusidic acid, spray foam, and occasionally quaternary 
ammonia. Some wastewater also is produced in the RTE and IF lines during operation. RTE 
and IF processing activities include deboning, sizing. marinating, breading and battering, 
cooking, and packaging chicken product. Wastewater produced during RTE and IF processing 
activities may contain raw chicken material, cooking oil, and flour. 

Wastewater produced during RTE and IF processing activities and during the cleaning 
shift is collected in floor drains and gravity-flows to the on-site wastewater treatment system 
(WWTS). The wastewater is sent through a rotary drum screen to remove food and chicken 
particles. A rope skimmer is also used to remove cooking oils. Most of the cooking oil (up to 95 
percent) is often filtered and sold to a used oil distribution company. Wastewater flows to the 
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40,000-gallon mix basin, then to a 200,000-gallon equalization tank. It is then pumped through a 
flocculation tube to dissolved air flotation (OAF) unit No. 1. Coagulant, polymers (cationic and anionic), and lime are added to OAF No. I to aid in the removal of fats, oil, grease, and suspended solids. From DAF No. I, wastewater flows to aeration basin No. I. Storm water collected around Pilgrim's Pride process areas is also collected and sent to the aeration basin No. I. Wastewater flows in series through three separate aeration basins (Nos. I, 3, and 4). Polymer is added to aeration basin No. I. Each aeration basin is equipped with surface aerators. The wastewater is pumped from aeration basin No. 4 to DAF No. 2. Polymer is added to OAF No. 2 to increase coagulation of suspended solids. Pretreated wastewater is pumped from OAF No. 2 to one of two collection tanks before it is discharged to the Elberton POTW. Compliance samples are collected from the collection tank effluent by an automated composite sampler. 

Skimmings or solids from OAF units Nos. I and 2 are collected and land applied. Sludge removed from OAF No. 2 is sent to a filter belt press. Wastewater from the filter belt press is 
returned to OAF No. 2, and the sludge is collected and sent ofT-site. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS 

Findings and observations identified by NEIC during the invCSiigation ore summarized in Table I ond Table 2 ror the Elbcnon 
POTW nnd Pilgrim's Pride. respectively. These findings ond observations on: linked to specific supporting documents that can be 
found in individuul appendices to this table. lltcse findings and obscrvlllions con be Clllcgoriz.ed as either arcas of potential 
noncompll1111ce or orens of concern. Areas of concern are inspection observations of potential problems or activities thnt could impact 

· the environment. result in rutun: or cum:nt noncompliance, ondlor are tucns associllled with pollution pn.--vention. 

Table1. SU-..ARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- ELBERTON POTW 
Pnttreetment Tervetlng lnt.,.ctlon Support 

rton, .01'111 Elbll G Ill 
I# I R~la10ry C.halioe Aadl•~ppertlllf: Notes £Yid~ 
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Tlble 1. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- ELBERTON POTW 
Pntr .. tm•nt Targ•llng lnapecllon Support 
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8j pn-ctnl rtmoi'O/for rss lz not appllrobk ~neoalnc No1g 

NPD£S Permit No. GA001.5611. Part LB. I. Em•a~t 
Elberton is t<qllirnl b)' the NPOES permit No GA001561U to 
monitor the .nOuent ond em..,nt BOO conetNillHon 1111d load1ng l.bnlllltlons aDd Moallorinc Rrqulmllftltl - 17ft d/sdra'7!t ond determine the perccnlllgc or DOD n:mov<:d rrom tlu: from tht 1r01cr pollution control pkmt mall bt llmittd and inOucnt. with a requirement Ia remo•·e IS percenl of the BOO on monitortd l1y tlrt pertr~lnu cu follow.: overage ror the mont I\. Dunnr: Novei"IIIKr 201 I . lhe BOD 
ptrcrnt removal WIIS reponed on the DMR os 82 percent 

DIKharc~ Unlltatloru (Appmdb II ). The monthly avcmp: mOuem BOO 
msfL (k&fday) corunlralion lind lo01lins wu rql0<1cl os l 59 milhcrams per 

Panune1~ IDleD otllcrwiM Jllfti!Wd liter (m&'\.l ond 386 kilop:uns ptr day (kJ;~'doy). rcspccb\1:ly 
lllootllly Av&- Wa:kly The monthly Dl1:1llgt cffiuenl BOO concenlrDiion llftd loadmc 

Av&, W105 rcponed os 29 1 mgll lind 70 9 kg/dey, ~lively. 
Bloclw.Wcol rcsuhing in the reponed 82 percent BOO removal 

Osnt• ~-nd JD 45 
The November 201 I weekly Ovtllli:C BOO conccntrolion wa.s (~ay) (102) (128) 

<Xcollcr-Dcnrubcr reponed liS 54 mg/1., exceeding the permined dischol;c 
limlc.lion of 4S ms/L The November 2011 "'ffi.ly ave~ 
BOO loa.dina WliS rcponed as 139 3 kllfday. cxtccdinsthc 
permitted disctwgc limu.adon or 121 ks.fdlly 

Ac:coofins too Oeoember 1, :!Uti . notific.Aiion from Elbcnon to 
lhc Georgia EPD reprdina the November 201 1 effiucnt BOO 
result.s. the hi&h cffiuent BOO was anributed 10 anu~ercase en 
loodin& from Pilr;rim's Pride (Appn~dlx I) The notlfiwion 
letter explains thai, according too Pilgrim's Pnde wutcwlllcr 
plllnt ma1111gtr. qwllemary ommonnJm product5 were used ror 
disin!tetion in response lo o lis1eru1 outb!UI: !lithe Pilgrim's 
Pride facility The qu:llenwy amrnorJum products w= washed 
into the Pilgrim's Pride WllSI.Cwoter tmltm<:nt fociliry.lcillini; thc 
biola. and causing on inc~ orpnic lOAding 10 the Fallin& 
C.u.kWPCP 

SOC VPIOIIUI hJ:c 9 ortli 

Ev.lck•ce 

Appe~~db. B -
NPDES Pmtut 
No GA00!.5682 

Appeodu II -
Elbcnon 
Novm"lbcr 20 II 
Otsclw!l" 
Monnonns. 
Repon 

Appnodu 1 -
Oa:cmbcr I , 
2011 . 
CorrtSJIO"dcnce 
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Table 1. SUMMARY OF ANOINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- El.BERTON POTW 
Pretreatment Tarvetlng lnapectlon Support 

Elberton, Gtofgla 
~alltory Cltalleo Flnclllop/Supportll~~t No us EYkJcac-e 

AREAS OF CONCERN - ELBERTON POTW 
A 

B 

!'IEICVI'I.KOI 

~ Apflnldlx 1-
Bcaune Pllsrlm's !>ride contributes suclt a slplllcaac Dc<:cmbcT I . 
wastewater l1ow oollloadiAJIO chc ElbcTIM POlW. 2011, 
C"Oiftblam whh tile ucuro a ad use or dblnftedan aad CCJIT~ 
c:teaalog pn>duca uKd at PJicrlra's Pride, upsccs alld Issues 
wllb Pll&rl.,'s Pride's proaucs. waJitwatrr tn:ac-ac DiscUSSions with 
s}Sicm. 111d n:sultllll: diKbfltC roakl caow latcrlcrr~ Elbenon OJ>d 
end/or ro111PILI11« lssacs atcbc Elbcnon 1'01W. Pilarim"s J>ndc 

SlaiT 
SypnoJ11nc Notn 
AtconltllJ to Elbenon rt~r~~~uves. l'lla;tim's Pndc 
contribulc:s "'PPfO~tm:~~ely 40 pcm:nt of the now and 50 pc:runt 
orthe polllllllnt loadu"l& to the Flllbn& Crtek WPCP The 
!Njority of the W:WCWiler from Pilgrim' s J>ndc Is ct""rtlled 
dunng the f~~~:ility lllld cqutptmnlsunililina, disinf~tion. ~nd 
dC.1nmgshiRcachdAy fromorol.lld I o.m. to6o.m. Acconhns 
to Ptlanm's Pride prdrcarment pcnntt opphottoon. the f:l.ciloty 
and equipment •w.uJdown" w.utcw.ok<" os approxhmtcly 75 
percent of the 10111 disclo.Y&c Oow. 

The usc of dosinfcction produtts. apccoolly qu:>tcm:>ry 
ammonium prochaasdoui~ bxttn~~ ou!MCDksD.I Pllsnm·s 
l'ridc. hils been shown to t~\13C upsets otthc Plll!rim's Pndc 
WIISicwotcr t=lmCnt foctli ty and issues at the Elbcnon POTW 
{Appcndbl) No specific monuoring rcqutrcmcnlS luw been 
~blishcd for disinf~toon products. The disc~fl:c of hiah 
lc~els ordosanft!etion ~rodu<tS <OU!d o'"fi3CI both P•lgnm Pndc' J 
bmlociaJlt'C:IImcnt units as well as the l:lbcn011 POTW 

f!!W:!! Appcadu II 
Tile C"OI• - on liMo DMR foma um to documullkc En,.non 
.umber or moD1hly utft'lln«5 was oot ('1)111flk1cd col'l'tttly November 2011 
by Elbet1oo wllcn u rrrduta oa:urnd Ia NO\Il'fiiMr lOII. Disc !urge 

A column is inc:.luded on OMRJ 10 record the number or monthly 
Monotonng 
Rcpon 

clcccdnnccs by porwnetcr Elbcnon dad nolonc:llldc oil 
e~IUICCS tn the rolwnn on DMRs dunns November 201 I 
Two BODcxceedonc:cs occurred: only one cx~oncc w.u 
rctlOncd in the column (AJipnadla Ill 

Pa&e 10 or 16 r'rttrutiDr•l T.,...tlq I• 'P"fl• S.ppert 
Dknoa.C...p. 
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Table 2. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION 
P~tment T•rv•llnllln•pKlloo Support 

Elberton. Geor;la 
Rq:ulatory CltaiJu flnd~uppoltln~ No«:s Evldau:~ AREAS OF POTENTIAL NONCOMPLIANCE - PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION I ladurlal Pmral_,l Ptnnll No. CAPOS007J, B.l.k. 

1\lo.llori .. nd Rtpof'lbla - A r:omposir~ s_,/~ slrcJI coruiJr 
of S4mples col/~cl~d Dl lnunT1/s n01lw fnqwnl/y than n"'ry 
flro lroun foro JNriod ofU boun or for 1M octuol tiM< IM 
prcJrtalllttl'll facUlty h diJCitatgiltt (lf ln.sthcm U hours), ond 
composlttd tXXorrilng 10 flo>r 

2 lndaJtrlal Pftlrartmast Pcnalt No. CAPOS007J, 8.6. 
Rrportla1: - Monitoring rrsuJu oblol•~ddurlng IM l!ll!!llb 
shall be slmlmori:td on an ~ration MDIIitoriiiiJ Rtport Form. 
Eadt mo1111t tltce forms shall be colfCp/tttd. signed in 
ouardance wiJII .JO CFR JOJ. /1(1) b)•D priNt/pol a«wlr~ 
off~r or ITJII!ill8 o.ffidol, or by a riuJy oll/bon:td 
rrprrull/orh·e .. Ito lieu Dllllrorlry ro a<1 for or on behalf oftM 
company and subetlntd lo EPD. 

40 CFR § 403.12(1)- SlgnatfH']' rqMirtllfCJU for /ntiMsrrloJ 
Uurr Rqtom .. T1rt rrpom rrquirtd b)• poragroplu {b). (d). 
and (r) ofthi~ UC//011 ma// indutk tM c.mi/iCOIIon SIOttftltll/ 
as UJ fonlt In jJOJ.6{o){1)(/i}. Ol1d silo// be Ji,.Md osfol/oou: 
(I) By D rnpomlblt corporare o.ffl..,r. /Ill~ lndUJtriol Ustr 
suhm/11/f!S: tire rrpom rrqwirtd by port1f1roplts (b) , (d). onJ (t) 
of this Makm u o corporolfon. F Of' tire prupou of rlriJ 
porogroph. o rrspotulblt corporale offktr lfltiJIU: 
(i) o p~•ldnrt, J«nlary. trr~r. or '''"-president of 1/u 
corpof'O/Ian In drarge of o principal busl,....u fkiiCIIon. or any 
OIMr fHTTOrl • ·lro pcrfOI"'ffS s/1111/ar po/IC)~ 01' dtclsfon-lllol./rrg 
/unt:tloru Jar rlte_corpo_ratlon. or 

!l!.!l.!!!:. Appcadb 0 -
Pllcrlm's rrtdc """ nol coll«tlnc rmurnl diKIIII'It Industrial 
cumpo.tlc ••mplcs uconUac Ia flaw. Pretrea~nt 

Pcrmlt No. 
Sugpon!u Notq 
Pr!gnm's Pndc is required by the rndustrilll pretrcllment permit 

GAPOS007J 

1o collecc rffiucn co,..,...,. to SAmples twice ~ w~ck ror BOO. DISC =tOllS WIth 
TSS. COD. ond ammonia :uWysls The pamit requires Pilgnm's Pride 
compoJur samples to be c~ltcd oceonling to flow (i.e. stnJT 
flow-proponioiW). At th.e time or the inspcclion. Pilgrim's 
Pride was usins an ISCO model 5800 automatic cnmrosite 
somplrr to coll<tt composite Sll.l!lplcs or the emu.,,. ror 
comphoncc purpose~. The s:rmp!cr wus progrtoMlCd to colleCt 
tqlllll volume Aliquots (300 milhhtcrs) ••~ hour (i c.. lime-
poJlO<flonol). SIC'p!-.en Jamcs.l'ilpim's Pride tqionol 
environment31 m&nnan. confirmed that the outometit compo.,tc 
s:~m)llcr w:u no! connected too flow meter. 
~ AppaufhD -DMRs sabmjtlcd by Pll!lrlm's Prick to t b t G~ EPD lnch.rstnDI 
W< ... not 1l11ntd by1 principii( tlt'aiiJYC offiar, ... nkf .. Prctrcoanent 
oiYlclaL ardaly autloori:ud rrpnseotallwc. Permit No 

GAI'05007J Ia • ddllloR, th Pilgrim's Pride DIIIRs do notlaciadcthe 
rr11ulnd cn1lncalloa st11<mauu Kl forth Ia 40 CFR § AppeadlxJ -
-IOJ.6(aX2XU). Ptlgnm's Pndc 

Dtsdwae 
Slttpoaln• Nocq Monirorina 
Effiucm drstlmge sarnj)lcs collected for penni! comph11nee for Reporu 
oll p:mmctm cettp1 pfi arc Stnt olT~ite to Environmtnt:ll 
M11naacmcnt SC'rviccs in Tot<, Gcorai11, ror analyi~J. Monthly DIK~SIOIIS wllh 
DMRs submitted by Pllpim's Pnde to the GeotgJII EPD ....,,.. Pllgnm's Pndc 
sipd by John H. E\'ai\S ond Clw!cs L. E•=s."' "AJtnl (or siAIT 
Owner" (Appelldl• J ). J E•'II'IS ond C. Ewns wen: rdcntificd as 
employees of Environmental M11114£Cmtms Scrv!c~ and arc not 
cmployrcs or IWthoriud reprcscnuuives ofPilcnm·s Pride In 
addition. the Pilgrim's Prid: OMRs do noc include any 
ccniOca1ion swcmcnt OMRs =required to rncludc the 
ccni(ication swerncnt OJ set fonh rn40 CFR § 403 6(olt'2)(ii). 

Pl&c 11 ort6 rmru,..ol Taf'IC1loa taopcdloo Soppon 
£1bcf110o C..rtLo 
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Table 2. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- PilGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION 
Prwtr.almlnt T1rgetlng Inspection Support 

Elbecton, Georale 
R~lory Cltalloo FWiapSuppon~ Nota 

(II} Tht moqtr of OIHI 01' 1riCrr.' /J1l111Ufacturlttg. pro</Jictlon. or 
o,HrUii111JfudlititJ, prov/tkd, tlte manogtr /J olllhorl:td to 
malt< MDnllJnneltl d«/Jiotu whldr JO>'<'m tht ~;., oftht 
rrgu/DtrdfaclltJy mcllldlnz lwn'i"6tht up/kU or illlplidt dllfY 
of ..,J,"6 IIU1jor capltallmvstmmt ruolltlllmdar/OtU, and 
mit/ate and dlrrct other co~lterull'<' fllnJnli'<'J to ouure 
lons·ttrm ttMronWHintol co•pliant:t w•fllt t>n•ironwtento/ltMI 
and rrgulotlans: ron t/UIIrc thottltt tltUJJOfY sy.sttm• ore 
cJtab/uhtd or CKitotu 1aJen lo gaJittr t:O"'Pltlt and D«llrolt 
lnjom41/onfor ronii'OI~~t«hanlut f't9"'"""t111f; and II'Mrt 
aJJtltority to JiKn doaiMtntl hal «m cmipttt/ t>r dtl~td 1o 
tltt ~r In accorrlancc 14'ith axporott pi'OCft/uru. 
OJ By a &nr<ral p<UfNr or proprietor i/tht Industria/ U1cr 
•ubm/11/fiR /Itt npor/.1 rtqu/rcd by pora,-oplu (b). (d), and(<} 
oflhlr R cllonls a p<1r111tnhlp, or JO!c proprittonllip 
reptrtn'<'l)' 
(J} By a du/yalilhon:td rrprvmtaJnoroftht indtridua/ 
da•g-nl Ill paragroplr (TJ(/} or (/)(1) oftlln Rcnon if. 
(/) 1M outhorr:D.tiotr,. moth in t<'MIIfl1l by IM fndll'ldJJO( 
dt:scr/Md In porogroph (1}(1) or (/){1): 
(II} 1M authorr.:otion Jptcijies t:llhtr on 111dMdua/ or a poslllon 
ltov•111J fYJpotuiblliry for tht! OlTTOJI optf'lllk>n oft he facility 
.from 'M'Iriclr 1/w /ndiJSir/ol Dire '-Be origtNJin, 1uch 01 lht 
pmlllon ofpltmt monos; cr. optrotor of o well, or wdl jltfd 
•llfXnrriCnd<ni, oro paJJt/011 of eqrri1'0ltnt rrrpotuibihry. or 
ltovlng owrtJII rapatUfbffiry for c.m'lromn<lllal /110/ltn for tltt 
C'OIItp011)',' ond 
(ill} tht wrillen autl1011:otlon Is submllltd to tire Consrol 
Alllhoril) 
(.J) If lilt alllhori:utton undrr pol'r1gtTJp/t {1}()) oft Ira scclton u 
no longer acctm11t Mcouu a d/ffil'tllllndl\·ldual or pam/on 
hm l'ttpansobilil)f for II~ 01-rra/1 optfflllon oflht focl/lry, or 
tnvroll rt~p<~~Uibilil)•for rrnironmm10/ mDIItn for 11tt 
~ompany, a new tmtlrorr:a/lon wtiJf)'IIIS 1M requlrt,.rn/1 of 
parugruplr {I)(J} aft his section "'IDI be •ubm/lltd to tht C0111rof 
A wthorlJy prltJr ra or tug#llrcr " 'ilh ony rtpom"' be "&ntd b,1 
an allllrot'12d npiYittUINir<. 

40 CFR f403.6(a)(2)(11) -/ ~nifo.tmtkrptnDiryof/aw that 
1/dJ dt>cumtnt and all DIIOChllltnll M-rrt prepartd undtr my 
dirrctiOfl or ~·hlon In accordtJna "'''" Q Sl3/t .. w,;nerl 

E'ldtiKC 

I'IEJC VPIINtOI l'w&e 11 ofl6 ~1 ... 1 T.,.., .... t•prrc:•ioe S.pptn 
Elb<noo.C...,... 
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T1ble 2. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION 
Pl'ltntlmlnl TtrgtUng lns~c:lfon Support 

Elbtrton, Gtorgll 
Rfi!UiaiOO' Challon Flndht~upPOr11ftll: Notes 

IO tUSurt I hot qiiDI/jltd ~NOflltd propt rly gatMr and nWIIDit 
lht infonJiat/on submilltd. Baud on "!Y inquiry of IM ~non or 
penDM who mona&• lilt S}'>Um. or thou fNNDIU dirrctly 
rtsponrlblt for gotltmng tht Information, tM information 
submilltd ;., 10 tilt! btst of my ~ltdgt and btllt/. tntt, 
accurtJlr, and COtnplttt. I am em-an lhattMrt""" significarrt 
penaltk3 far nbmlttingfalu information. including tM 
porsibiliry of f/nt and iltrpriso~nt for U.O..ing vi<>lations. 

lndiUrial Pfttralmtnl Ptrmll No. GAP05007J, A. Em1c111 ~ 
llmltat leas and Moallanac Requl""'""" - TM pfl shall l\lo1lloring ruords m~lalalntd by Pll1rim's Prldc 10 
not~ ftss than U standard units nor grratrr thtm 2,1 docuJN:nl coll«tlon and aulysh of dally pll cmucnl 
standard units and sha(( ~ monitol1!d on IM final rfflutnt at IM diKha"c compliance >1mpla •re mlsslnc pll d11Jt on 
loCtJiion tkscrl«d btfo'M' by a grab smnplt onct per day. IU IIICn>us orculons from January lOll thn>IJlh 5tplt111Mr 

2014. 

Sypoorthu; Note 
Ptlgnm'' Pnde os rcquucd by the tndust.nol prei!Clllmen1 pcnnit 
10 morutor pH or the final emuenl once per d!ty by coHccung o 
grab sample Polsnm · s Pride uses a monchly hllndwnnen Jos 
sheet nnd sumrrwy sheet co dacumemche doily pH sample 
results along wnh dally cmuonc now I'C1><ilngs The monlhly 
hogh ~>nd low pH rcsuhs from the SwnmAI')' shens 11rc. reponed 
on the DMIU. NEIC reviewed DMIU llrtd monlhly log llrtd 
swnmll)' sheets from J1111uary 2013 chrouQh SepiCm~r 2014 
(Appcodll J ). The 5Urnm41)' shecls ore mtsstng daily pH 
sample results on S I dD)'S from JDI!Uill')' 20 131/'roul:h September 
2014. (Nolc: No rnissi~ pH daiD isSliCl were icknlificd in 
Octo~r 201311Jld Dccxmbcr 1013. 1hcrefore.lhc DMIU for 
those months ate nol included in Appendix J\ 

lndoatriat Pretreat~Mnt Pn'ftlll No. CAPM007l, A. El'llucnt Flndlac 
UmiiJttlons ••d l'>lonllorias Rcqalrc .. mtJ - Such rJUcho'!r• DMRJ s• bmlllcd b)' PDsr lm's Pride doc•mcat 16 
Jhalf br 1/mit~d and monirorrd by tlrt ptrmillu as prncribtd aCftdnca or dlluc•t llmltatiOCll spcclll<d Ia the lndantrial 
br/014'. prctreatmr11t permit rrom Joaa•ry lOll throup September 

ZOI·I. 
01tc1w1c Ullllullo .. 

Pan..-kr mtVLJq/day) 
ualcu clbo""IM ~10<1 

S•nrort!nc Nola 
NEJC revieW~:d Pilllrim's Pride DMRs for lhe lime period of 

)I).D,.. A....,. .. DaUyl\lasJ-m J1111uary lOll lh'ough Sqltcmbcr 2014 Pilgrim's Pride reponed 
BiodKmlr:lll 2'0.0 I 2,00 the following cxeted.:lnces or lndustrilll preuewnenl pcmut 

n...-n. ... ,., .. 11• '1l em uen1 limitations on DMIU in Jonuary lOll. Febnm_1Y_2013. 

NEIC Vl'toutol 

Evidence 

Apt~ndls D -
IndustriAl 
Prclrc:otrncnl 
Pcnnat No 
GAP050073 

Appcodb.J -
Ptlgnm's Pnde 
Dtschllrge 
Monolorinjl 
Repons 

Ap~11dis o -
lndusuial 
Prcueauncnt 
r crmnNo. 
OAP050073 

ApjKIIdlll J -
PilGrim's Pride 
Diseh.orse 
Monitoring 
Rcpons 
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Table 2 .. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION 
Pretrutment Targeting lnapectlon Suppon 

Elberton, Geotall 
Flll41ngs/Supponlag Noces 

lh~~(IB:,:00=''-:-1-:-f---::-:=--f--"":':':-::-----fl and Juno:l01l (Appc~~dla J) 

I T ollll S...pmdool I 2SO 0 I :UO O I 
Solido (TSI>') 1210) 135S.l) 

ladustrial Prnraoltlwlll Pt<Wit No. GA...S007J, C~ 
Noeaunplboooa: Nocllbclo<lo · lf.foranyfl'GScut. lm 
pnmltt., dors nor "'""Ply ,..,,Jr or >rill be •ftDble to COirtply "llh 
~ thll'f)J day cr.-rroge or da/~1· M<l%imum dl~elrorge ftmllallon 
sp«<ji~d tn thil ptrtnll, tit<! p<tmtlll« shoJI pro>•i.Vtm 
Wat~Nited PI'Diectlon Branch of EPD. and tM o,..,,, o/IM 

• J .. ~ry 1, 2013, dally m:Wmum BOO coranlralion -
324 ms/L 

• JCIIUSI)' 1,2013. d.tlly m:1"mum BOO lood>ng- 360.3 
ka/®y 

• JonWII)' 1. 2013. dally ~NJ<imum BOD concentration 
302 m!Jil 

• Jonu;vy 2. lOll , doil)· m:1ximum TSS conconlnltion -
172 m!Jil 

• JIIIIWII)' 1$, 2013. dAJiy nwcimum 90Dcontclllr.luon 
470 mgll 

• JonUIII')' 1 S. 2013. dAlly maximum BOD loading -
6000 k&fdAy 

• Jan~~:~ry IIi. 2013, dAlly nwc1mum BOD conte:nlr.lbon 
407 mall 

• JIUIIIDI)' 16, :!Oil. dAoly INlllmum BOD loodlnt; 
SOO I ~afdAy 

• Febtuary S. 2013. doily nuLl<omum BOD cona:ntr.uion 
264 ml!ll 

• l'ebr~~:~ry S. 2013. dooly INlllmum TSS conc<nlrnlion 
29S m;ll 

• Febnwy 6. 2013. doily mwmum BOO C01lCC1111Ulion 
253 mcfL 

• JW>C 11.2013. dAily mwcimum BOD conccnmuoon 
lll mgll 

• Jun< 11. 1013. d:uly II\4Xamum BOD lo:l~on; 3839 
kG{ day 

• June 12. 201l.dAolym:wmwnBODconcernr:won -
421 mg/1. 

• June 13, 1013. d:uly m:wmum BOD conccnlr:lloon 
440 m&fl 

• June 1l , 2013. dAoly m:uumum BOO l®llong Sll 6 
kl!/114~ 

~ 
Piltrim'tl'riok...., not pi"'YidiiC lcmtol'lflllU~ 
notlroauiotn lolbt C~ EPD (or cscctdiiDca or diiiiCIII 
dbd•A"'IC llmlllllons, u •P"dfltd In lbt hod1101r111 
p~lrnlmrnl p«m11. 

Evlcltwtt 

Appcadb D 
lndusmDI 
rre.~1rncn1 
PmruiNo 
GAI'OS007l 

Pa,:t 14oC 16 Pnirul_..t T• ,..........l•t ......... S.P'JID"' 
Dbonooo.C..f'ltl• 
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Table 2. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVATIONS- PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION 
P...U.elmlnt Tergetlng lns,.cllon Support 

Elberton, Georgia 

~ulato,- OC.tlon AndlotsiSipportln& Notes 

vcutn+-mtr trtat~Mnl plant lfith tht follolfii!K irlfof'fllation. In ~ll!l!ll:llll~ ~ala 
wrlliffl. within (S) cia>, of becoming <114'tlrt of such condition. As described m finding number 4 above. DMRs submitted by 

a. A tkuription oft lot! diuhDrge and ca~ae ofnonromplianer Polgrim's Pndc documtnt 16 c.cccdances of emuent limiUIIions 

and specified In the tndllSU'i4l J)fetrt:ltment permit from J1111uary 

b. The fWrlod of nonco,pllatt«, lneflldlng cm<r datu and ~0 13 throu&)l Stptcmbcr 2014 ExC«dan= WCt"C idtnlofout 1n 

tlmr~; or, If not corrrcttd. tlw onJiclpoitd tl"'t tht Jonu:>ry 20 I J. February lO I J . lind J..,. lO I J ~isr.o 

noncompllalta is ap«ttd to contin~~t, and lltpt br ing ta!no to documclllatton ofPilgnm's Pnde's submitllll of noncompliana: 

rtdUC"t, tlimiiiDtt, and prntnt ncurrttK't of tht rwncomplylng nolifiClltions for any or the cxotedltncc:s identified In JA"""')' 

dischDrgt. 1013. Pilgnm's !'ode submitted 4 "Noncompliance Repon" 
with the OMRs for Fcbru:uy 2013 4nd Jw>e 2013, d~ed Much 
12.:!013,111111 July 10. 2013, respectively (Ap~ndls J~ 

Howc•-er. the nonc0ft11lli4DCc repons did not include 4 
dc:scriplion o( I he disc ~large lltld <IIIISC or noncompl illnce, l>l1d 

the period or noncomphnnce, tndudins exact dates 4nd tomes 
The noncompliAnce nollfic4Uons did not sp«ify if the 
noncomphance w;u co~ctcd and did not include the ontocip:.led 
time the noncomphance ts expected to continue. ond steps betng 
Ulltcn to reduce, elinu~e. 4nd prevent recurrence of the 
noncomplying dosc!l4t&c 

In llddition. if Sllntphng tndteates a violation. Pilgrim's Pnde IS 

required by the ondustnot prta=tment permit to rcpe.1t the 
~mplingand IIO'Illlys•.s ond repon these results within 30 c!Dys 

No addhio1141 s:llllpling apjQ/110 hAve been amducted In 
I'C$ponSt 10 the viol.ooions 

NEIC VPIUIDt PRJ• IS or l6 

Evldmcc 
1\ ppciHils J -
l'illlflm's Pride 
Dischargr 
MoniiOOIIQ 
RepollS 
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Table 2. SUM'IIARY OF FINDINGS AND OBSERVAnONS- PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORA nON 
Pr.trntrnent Targeting lnti)Ktlon Support 

Elberton, Georgie 

fUlulacory Citation I FIMII!Ip/Suppo11laJ Nola 
AREAS OF CONCERN- PILGRIM'S PRIDE CORPORATION 
A llldutlrial Pl'Ctrai~MGI Permit No.. GAPOS007l, A. Em_,t &am 

Ulllilatlcuu 1ad l\1ollllorin1 Rcqulrtnlf11J - 77lt pH $hall lkcaUK kDoWitdlCIIblt staiT WH'C 110( avaU.blt du~ IM 
no1 he luz than ~ standarrllln/1$ nor grtol~r 1holt .!!.J: NEIC lmpKiioato diKau PU&rim's Prick's compllantt 
zlandard 1111/U and $hal/ he monitor~ ont~jlnol ~ffiUDJJ 01 1~ monhort~~~: proftelurcs, NEIC muld not f<Hin"" If th" 
location tkscrih~ he/ow h,v a grab sample 01tt:e ~r dJiy. aftalytlcal-'hod• aad umpk ~oldlac llnocs for pH Ulnfllcs 

W~ tonsblcrtl wilh nq•lrtmrt'IIS ualkf' .&0 CfR Pin 136. 
Illllucrill Prtcratmtlll P .. ...Ut No.. GAP05007J, B.ol. 
lllonllortac Pro«d•ns- AMI>•Ia>f m~Jhods. s_,ple :;2DD2!llu ~i!a 
ronta/Mrl, ~~m~plt prrstn'Oflon ltchniqlla, Olld J4111p/t holding EllluMI d1sdu1J1C s:unplcs collected ror pennn tomplillll(:c ror 
lima mtal he constsw:t wl/h the t«hnlqun and methods fiJI~ Ill I p;lllllllCU:rs cxtclll pH arc sent oiT-sttc to EnVlllXImcnul 
In -10 CFR Pan/J6. 77lt anal)1/cDI mnlrotlltsrdshall he M1111:1aemcnt Services m Tote. OcofBUI. ror lllllllysis. The pH 
Jllffklenl(v Jtnsllflvt. EPA-cpproved methods mW<I he Sllmplcs an: ~~~~:~lyzcd on·sttc by Pilgnm's Pride stoiT At the 
appllmhlt Ia rite concmmnion f'DIIRU oflh. ptmur :u:mpln time of the NEIC Inspection. no l:nowlcdpble Pilcnm's Pride 

sWT WIIS anlilubk to discuss or confmn if required an:alyticol 
me1hods or sample holdms bmcs wen: beina use<! for pH 
umplcs. 

B ~ 
Tbc column oa Uoc: DIIIR ferms asrti 40 doao-nttllc 
number or monthly ueftdaKCS wu no1 cosnpkt~ 
corrt'Cily. 

li!!ll1l.ll"l!!lll!!ID 
A column IS tncludcd oo DMIU to record the number of monthly 
excccdoncos by p:mnnetcr. I'!IGJ'm·s Pride did not Include oll 
exc!Xdonct:$ In lhc column on DMIU dunng Jonunry !013. 
February 20 I 3. ond June 20 I 3 os follows (Appmdlx J 1 

. JonUDI)' 2013 seven BOD excce<lllncc:s occum:d, lllld 
zero cxe«dltnccs wCIC rcponcd tn the coluiiU1 . Jomwy201) one TSS e>U:ccdiii\Ce occurred. and zero 
exccedanc:cs ""'"' n:pono:d '" tl1e column . February 20 13 two BOD exccc:!:mcos occ.•md. lllld 
one cxc«doncc "''OJ reponed in the column . June 2013 · live BODcxccodanccs occ:um:d. and one 
cxcccdancc W3S I'CJ)Oncd 1n the: column 

I Evldmec 

Appaadls D ·· 
lndustriDI 
Pretreatment 
Permit No 
OAPOS0073 

AppcodlxJ 
Pilsnm·s Pride 
D1.sch:ugc 
Monnonng 
Reports 

H£lC VPIOSIEDI P•t:• 16 oft6 
Prttrut..,.l Tartt:d•&lftlpt'CI._ S.ppon 

v-.c..,...u. 


